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FOREWORD 
It is entirely appropriate that this review of the Site Plan for the St. Lucia Campus be tabled 
at the genesis of a period of significant change for the entire higher education system. 
The specific and long term effects of the Unified National System of higher education are 
still far from certain. It is this very uncertainty that calls for clear statements of essential 
planning principles and demands a totally flexible approach in land use. 
This is only the third formal Site Planning review of the University in its 78 years of 
existence. The existing plan for the St. Lucia Campus was developed in 1972 at another 
time of considerable change and indeed unfulfilled promise for tertiary education. Clearly 
change is the status quo and site planning must of necessity be reactive. Whilst it is a 
truism that form needs to follow function there is no guarantee of consistency of function. 
The built environment must be adaptive to match the ever changing needs. Buildings, 
or facilities to give them a broader and more appropriate nomenclature, must be the 
servants of the variable teaching and research functions of this institution. Now more 
than ever before great care must be taken to plan and build with this in mind. Little is 
static! 
The impact of the motor vehicle is never far from the mind of the urban (and suburban) 
site planner and this University can be no exception. As our building sites are consumed 
the amount of free surface parking diminishes. The carparking structures envisaged in 
1972 have not yet been built, nor can they be until some rational system of self funding 
is established. That time is fast approaching! 
We enjoy one of the most beautiful campuses in Australia quite able to compete with 
those abroad. It is the challenge for our site planners to preserve this natural beauty, to 
optimise what is done (be it right or wrong) and very importantly to set a path into the 
uncertain future to guide this significant institution. It is only hoped that those who will 
inevitably pass judgment at some future date will assess these efforts favourably. 
I am very grateful for the efforts of the members of the Planning Working Party (PWP) 
particularly those of the Convener, the Assistant Director Planning (Mr. G. Berkman) and 
the work done by The Heather Thiedeke Group as consultant planners. 
Mr.WJ.Humble 
Director, Buildings and Grounds Division 
Tlie University of Queensland 
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SUMMARY OF PLANNING RECOMMENDATIONS 
mmif 
LANDUSE 
(1) Future campus development be guided by the Land Use Plan 1989. (Refer fig. 10 and 5.14 
-5.29 and 6.01) 
(2) The extent of the academic core be limited to facilitate pedestrian accessibility and 
circulation. (Refer 5.15 - 5.16) 
(3) Future development to proceed as a staged process, within a clear overall frameworl(. (Refer 
5.32; 6.02-6.03 & 7.14) 
(4) Site planning of the St. Lucia Campus to be a continuous process with triennial reviews. 
(Refer 7.13) 
(5) In order to preserve the distinctive sub-tropical appearance and pleasant environment, the 
further spread of open parking lots, active sporting areas, buildings and other land uses Into 
the green space be controlled. (Refer 5.17-5.24; 5.68 and 7.07) 
(6) Precinct areas identified, including the area north of the Forgan Smith Building, require more 
detailed study, to be developed as Precinct Development Plans. (Refer 7.03) 
(7) Acquisition of the balance of the suburban block between Upland Road and Dell Road, to the 
east of PIcardy Street, to continue. (Refer 5.02 - 5.04) 
(8) Preferred parking locations In each precinct have been Identified and are to be permanently 
reserved for parking. (Refer 5.14) 
(9) A site on the Intersection of the main north-south axis and the axis of Sir Fred Schonell Drive 
be allocated for a building to mark the entrance to the University. (Refer 5.151) 
ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND PARKING 
(10) A paid parking scheme be introduced to regulate parking demand, limit the extent of siirfarp 
parking and finance parking space in low 12 - 4 leven structures, constmrted to allow the 
erection of buildings In the air space above. (Refer 5.59 - 5.61 and 5.67 - 5.69) 
(11) The campus road hierarchy comprising ring, feeder and service roads be established and 
retained. (Refer 5.51 - 5.54) 
(12) The area north of the Forgan Smith Building be reinforced in terms of planning, road pattern 
and landscaping, so this entrance is easily recognisable as the formal entrance to the 
University. (Refer 5.43) 
(13) The ring road system be upgraded to Improve access throughout the campus. (Refer 5.51) 
(14) In addition to the existing road system, a service and emergency vehicle access network be 
established and extended throughout the campus. (Refer 5.53 - 5.54) 
(15) Kerbslde parking on the main ring road system be restricted. (Refer 5.68) 
(16) To improve access, encourage bus patronage and Improve safety, the University examine 
the need for increased bus services on campus. (Refer 5.65) 
(17) A functional cross-campus bikeway network be established to link with surrounding 
suburban bikeways and bicycle parking locations. (Refer 5.70 - 5.72) 
(18) Disabled access routes be Identified and extended throughout the campus. (Refer 5.74) 
(19) Suitably paved and lit footpaths between the academic core and peripheral parking 
locations be established. (Refer 5.73) 
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(20) All future building projects Incorporate covered campus walkways with "departmental 
connections" between related users. (Refer 5.75) 
(21) A down-river river ferry service with appropriately located terminals be encouraged as a 
significant transport mode. (Refer 5.49) 
(22) Signs be upgraded to make the campus layout more apparent to the University community 
and visitors. (Refer 5.42) 
(23) Brisbane City Council (BCC) be encouraged to upgrade car and bicycle parking facilities at 
Dutton Park ferry terminal and to extend bus services to the terminal and improve commuter 
safety at night through upgrading street lighting. (Refer 5.47) 
(24) BCC be encouraged to modify bus timetabling to co-ordinate with student lecture times. 
(Refer 5.63) 
(25) BCC be encouraged to upgrade the pedestrian footpaths along the streets leading to the 
University. (Refer 5.50) 
(26) BCC be encouraged to consider the feasibility of providing a larger ferry to cope with peak 
demand. (Refer 5.48) 
(27) The University to promote an affirmative policy of car pooling to Increase vehicle occupancy 
and reduce parking demand. (Refer 5.62) 
(28) Paved and lit jogging paths be established In the open space areas of the campus. (Refer 
5.74) 
SERVICES 
(29) All existing underground services information be assessed and incorporated Into a 
comprehensive Services Master Plan which Is regularly reviewed and updated to ensure 
accuracy and to guide development. (Refer 5.97) 
(30) The layout of existing underground services be assessed before building siting decisions 
are made. (Refer 5.99) 
(31) Servicing requirements of new buildings be the subject of early consultation. (Refer 5.99) 
(32) Servicing costs be Incorporated into budgeting estimates at an early stage in site selection. 
(Refer 6.26) 
(33) Service corridors be established to accommodate expansion. (Refer 6.27) 
(34) Siting and visual impact of above ground services receive early consideration in the design 
process. (Refer 6.28) 
LANDSCAPE 
(35) Landscape policies as set out In Landscape Notes 1985 be implemented. (Refer 5.110 - 5.116 
and 6.24) 
(36) Existing open spaces which reach into the academic core be enhanced to extend the effect 
of the open landscape. (Refer 7.10) 
(37) The remaining eucalypt forest areas be retained and regenerated, and the future reduction 
of passive open space resisted. (Refer 5.122 and 7.07) 
(38) Buffer zones be maintained between the academic and residential sections of the campus 
to avoid a homogenous mix of the built environment. (Refer 5.120) 
(39) All permanently landscaped areas be defined to enable overall ordering of site development. 
(Refer 5.115-5.116) 
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(40) Landscape areas with a cultural value and wildlife refuge areas be retained. (Refer 5.122 -
5.123) 
(41) Development within each precinct to incorporate the design of permanent pedestrian 
networks, paved and landscaped areas. Each project budget to Include the costs Involved. 
(Refer 5.124) 
(42) All open parking areas be designed to Include adequate shade trees and landscaping. 
(Refer 5.125) 
(43) Areas of special environmental or cultural value be preserved. These areas Include: 
Archibald Way 
Eucalypt Forest 
Lakefront areas 
Buffer zones between residential colleges and academic core, 
services areas and special use areas 
River bank areas 
Alumni Teaching Garden 
Hartley Teakle forecourt and knoll 
Conifer Knoll 
Historic trees (such as the McCaffery Tree) 
J.D. Story / Microbiology Courtyard 
(Refer fig. 14 LANDSCAPE AREAS PLAN and 1.12) 
(44) Within the river bank area, between Sir William MacGregor Drive and the high water mark, 
no new buildings which are unrelated to river uses for recreational purposes be permitted. 
(Refer 5.126) 
(45) Eroded river bank areas be filled, stabilised and re-vegetated with mangrove and other 
appropriate plant species. (Refer 5.126) 
BUILDINGS 
(46) The Plot Ratio of the academic core be increased to a minimum of 1.0. (Refer 4.04 - 4.05; 4.13 
-4.19 and 5.145-5.146) 
(47) Forecasts of floor space demand, related to academic requirements, be incorporated Into 
the physical planning process. (Refer 5.147 • 5.148) 
(48) Carparking requirements be considered concurrently with each future building development. 
(Refer 5.152) 
(49) Access of winter sunlight to the following existing spaces be maintained: 
Great Court 
Biological Sciences / Library Forecourt 
Union courtyards 
Space between J.D. Story Building and the Senate Carpark 
Staff House lawns and terrace 
Kindergartens and chlldmlnding centres 
Designers of new projects adjacent to these areas to provide winter sunlight, shadow 
casting studies at schematic design stage. (Refer fig. 14 LANDSCAPE AREAS PLAN and. 
5.157) 
(50) Future building construction areas be clearly Identified within precincts. (Refer 5.152) 
(51) New buildings to form a coherent part of the precinct In which they are to be located. (Refer 
6.07 and 6.13) 
(52) Studies of the future form of the precinct be required at design stage to ensure an Individual 
building forms a coherent part of an overall concept. (Refer 6.17) 
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(53) Building Criteria to form the basis of a comprehensive Building Control Statement to guide 
future building design. (Refer 6.07 - 6.22) 
(54) Materials and fonns of buildings in the green space beyond the academic core be designed 
to integrate with the landscape. (Refer 6.23) 
(55) The planning and development of the future buildings to take Into account precinct studies 
of potential floor space. (Refer 5.148) 
(56) Infill projects and extensions to relate to existing buildings. (Refer 6.19) 
(57) Spaces between buildings be analysed to determine their potential and actual functional 
character, eg. service court, "public" address, passive recreation courtyard. (Refer 6.20) 
IMPLEMENTATION 
(58) The recommendations of this Site Development Plan be debated, modified as necessary, 
accepted, Implemented and publicised. (Refer 7.15) 
(59) To ensure successful Implementation of this Site Development Plan, triennial reviews be 
conducted to assess performance and responsiveness to changing circumstances. 
(Refer 7.13) 
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SECTION 1 
l i l iuiu!uUb<4iu!udUuMrf^^ 
INTRODUCTION 
Need for the Plan 
1.01 Development of the physical fabric of the University of Queensland at its St. Lucia campus has been 
guided since 1972 by the Site Planning Reports ratified by Senate on 22 November 1972, modified 
by subsequent documents, as prepared and adopted by the University, and implemented through 
the Buildings and Grounds Division. 
1.02 Whilst there have been notable successes in improving the physical environment of the University 
since 1972, certain shortcomings continue to exist, notably in the capacity of the campus to meet 
demand for part<ing spaces, and the difficulties of pedestrian circulation throughout dispersed 
development, particularty in inclement weather. 
1.03 As the level of funding required to build the large capital works planned in 1972 was not forthcoming 
from Commonwealth Tertiary Education Commission (CTEC),andthen Department of Employment 
Education and Training (DEET), not all of the growth envisaged in 1972 has occurred. Increasingly, 
sites reserved for such projects have come under pressure from alternative uses, and competing 
demands for space require resolution. 
1.04 The piecemeal provision of small-scale structures needs to be co-ordinated It seems likely there 
will be a continuing demand for new accommodation to be provided in small increments as funds 
become available. 
1.05 Social changes such as the increased rate of student car ownership are generating increasing 
needs for parking facilities. At the same time, changes in academic emphasis will be reflected in 
differences in the growth rates of departments and in the directions in which the academic objectives 
of the University will be pursued in future years, for example in relation to research and post graduate 
programmes. 
1.06 Tertiary institutions are also under pressure due to the increasing trend for students to complete 
secondary schooling to year 12, due mainly to the lack of employment opportunities for young 
people who would have entered the work force after year 10 in the past. The increased number 
of potential tertiary admissions this has generated has brought about quotas on most courses, and 
Federal policies relating to tertiary funding have meant that Universities have not fared as well as 
Tertiary and Further Education (TAFE) colleges and Colleges of Advanced Education (CAE's) in 
their ability to provide extra places. 
1.07 However, recent directives issued by the Ministerfor Employment, Education and Training, indicate 
growth in tertiary places will now be funded, although universities will be encouraged to seek 
additional funding sources from the private sector.'^ ' 
1.08 Some of the constraints affecting the campus have not changed, for example, the suburban location 
on a peninsula with access only from one side; the student accommodation demands; and the 
capacity of existing sen/ice mains and utilities to cope with increased growth. Others have become 
more appreciated in the light of the 1974 Flood, and the heritage in the existing building stock within 
the former Circular Drive area. 
1.09 Some buildings on campus are, however, approaching the end of their economic life and will soon 
be due for redevelopment. Changes in the internal fitout of such stoictures to make them more 
appropriate to today's needs can sometimes be justified, but in other cases would be uneconomical 
and may represent a waste of resources if more viable alternatives could be identified. 
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1.10 A stage was reached where a comprehensive review of the Site Devetopment Plan became 
increasingly urgent in order to consolidate the amendments and variations since 1972 and review 
the adequacy of the plan to meet future needs. On-going physical devetopment and campus 
management required a clear statement of planning guidelines to cope with devetopment of the 
physical fabric at St. Lucia. 
1.11 A deciston was taken by the Deputy Vice Chancellor (Fabrto & Finance), that the Planning Working 
Party of the Buildings and Grounds Division should proceed with a Plan to guWe the phystoal 
development of the St Lucia Campus. 
Objectives of the Plan 
1.12 The broad objectives of the Plan are to: 
I. review and update the 1972 Site Development Plan to take into account changed 
circumstances since its preparation 
II. provide a clear statement of planning guidelines to direct the development of the 
physical fabric of St. Lucia campus 
formulate site planning criteria against which future development and site improvements 
may be assessed 
i l l . 
Iv. 
v. 
vi. 
vli. 
identify opportunities and constraints that arise from existing conditions 
identify and conserve areas of significant heritage value to the University community 
maintain and enhance the physical and social environment of the University 
establish guidelines for an ongoing review process to ensure that the Plan remains 
flexible and responsive to changing circumstances. 
St. Lucia Campus 
1930s 
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Methodology of the Plan 
1.13 The Plan has been the subject of detailed analysis at monthly and more frequent meetings of the 
PWP. 
1.14 A process of consultation involving questionnaires, sun/eys and meetings with the residential 
colleges, academic, administrative and maintenance staff, and students was conducted. 
1.15 Consultatton with the Brisbane City Council (BCC) resolved planning issues ranging from public 
transport and bicycle routes to potential re-zoning applications. 
1.16 The Site Development Plan utilized information from the following sources: 
The University of Queensland Statistics Reports'^ ' 
service plans prepared by consulting engineers in 1980 and updated by the 
University's Buildings and Grounds Division '^> 
pari<ing information supplied by the Buildings and Grounds Division 
environmental and land use infomnation drawn from the University of Queensland: 
Landscape Notes 1985 <*' and from the 1972 University of Queensland Site 
Planning Reports '*' 
conceptual design infomnation drawn from studies and reports of various American 
and Australian universities <®' 
The Mission Statement of The University of Queensland and recent guidelines 
issued by the Minister for Employment, Education and Training ^ 
site inspections and photographic studies of significant aspects of the campus 
1.17 Base plans of the site were prepared illustrating existing conditions, academic groupings, flood 
constraints, building claddings, current building proposals, road hierarchy plans, revised precincts, 
proposed land use, bicycle access routes, landscape areas, and future building sites. 
Scope and Limits of Plan 
1.18 This Plan focuses upon the St. Lucia Campus. It identifies potential development sites and 
recommends guidelines for future building wori<s. It was shaped in consultation with associated 
groups within the University community. It is not a plan for academic development. 
St. Lucia Campus 
1989 
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UNIVERSITY PROPERTIES 
1 MAIN CAMPUS 
2 MEDICAL SCHOOL 
3 DENTAL 
4 EXPERIMENTAL MINE 
5 WAREHOUSE 
6 MOGGIL FARM 
7 MT COTTON / REDLAND BAY 
UNIVERSITY FACILITIES 
8 ROYAL BRISBANE HOSPITAL 
9 MATER HOSPITAL 
10 P.A. HOSPITAL 
11 GREENSLOPES HOSPITAL 
OTHER TERTIARY INSTITUTIONS 
12 GRIFFITH UNIVERSITY 
13 Q.U.T 
14 BRISBANE C.A.E. MT GRAVATT CAMPUS 
15 BRISBANE C.A.E. KELVIN GROVE CAMPUS 
"The restrictions imposed on the St Lucia Campus 
by urban geography have given rise to significant 
problems in access, carparking and student 
housing, as well as divorcing the University from 
the city centre and the community it serves" 
URBAN LOCATION MAP fig. 1 
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SECTION 2 
iiSim& 
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1972 
Historical Background 
2.01 The University of Queensland, founded in 1910, is one of Australia's largest and most diverse higher 
education institutions. When teaching began in 1911 in Old Government House in George Street, 
there were fewer than 1 GO students in three faculties - Arts, Science and Engineering. Now there 
are about 18,000 students, in 13 faculties served by 60 academic departments and a School of 
External Studies and Continuing Education. 
2.02 In 1926 the University was given a magnificent riverfront site of 114 hectares in area, located at 
St.Lucia some 6 kilometres from the city centre (Refer fig. 1 URBAN LOCATION MAP). A site 
development plan, prepared by Hennessey, Hennessey and Company, Consulting Architects, 
envisaged a D-shaped cloistered courtyard created by the main academic buildings sited on the 
hig hest ground. The main axis was extended north-westwards to the alignment of a proposed bridge 
connecting to West End and the city centre. Prior to the commencement of constoictton the siting 
was varied and the main axis was oriented more to the north. 
2.03 Constnjction of the Forgan Smith Building was substantially completed prior to the start of World 
War II but the University did not move to St.Lucia until after the war. During the war this building was 
occupied by the advanced headquarters for the Allied Land Forces in the South-West Pacific from 
1942 till 1945. The balance of the sandstone buildings were started in the late 1940s and completed 
in the 1970s. 
2.04 During the 1950s the University expanded beyond the historic sandstone clad buildings. With the 
completion of the Great Court, further development occurred outside Circular Drive with varying 
orientations, building heights and materials. During this period construction was under the control 
of the Department of the Co-ordinator General of the Queensland State Government, and site 
planning was the responsibility of the University Architect. In 1968 the University was granted a 
delegation for construction, due to a change in funding arrangements enabling triennial grants 
specifically for the University from the Federal Government, (routed through the State Treasury 
Department). 
;,:; nmrtrtli 
H HI III III HI l!l ^^'••S'^" Smith Building 
II ft! Ill 111 111 lU During World War Two 
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St. Lucia Campus 
1947 
2.05 This led to an extensive building programme in the early 1970s with constmction of a new Central 
Library Building and Mayne Hall Building on the front lawn, north of Forgan Smith Building, and 
substantial academic buildings elsewhere in the academic core. Because the records of existing 
site improvements since 1935 were incomplete, the University undertook an internal planning 
exercise through the Office of the University Architect to collate all the existing site data, analyse 
building problems and opportunities, and to prepare a comprehensive site development plan. 
2.06 The 1972 Site Planning Reports were prepared by the Office of the University Architect. Since their 
ratification by Senate, these documents have constituted the Site Development Plan and have 
served as basic references for decisions affecting development of the St. Lucia Campus. 
Report No. 1: Existing Conditions Survey 
2.07 Site Planning Report No. 1 concentrated on existing conditions and constraints, recording and 
consolidating in one document, data from numerous disparate historical sources relating to existing 
buildings, services, external wori<s, grounds, and landscaping features. The existing conditions in 
1972 are shown in fig. 2 EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN 1972. 
2.08 The academic core is generally defined as the group of buildings which houses the essential 
teaching facilities of the university. The core area has expanded over the years, but in 1972 there 
was an attempt to limit its spread and increase its density. The 1972 Report divided the core into 
five precincts, namely Central. North, South, East and West. A Land Use Plan defining the extent 
of the academic core was published and plot ratio studies were undertaken to establish a target plot 
ratio of 1.0 over the academic core. 
Report No. 2: Problems and Solutions 
2.09 Site Planning Report No. 2 plotted the locations of known future building proposals, and identified 
suitable future building sites within a general overview of the most suitable form future devetopment 
should take. This emphasized: 
(i) preventing the further outward spread of the academic core by adopting land use principles 
in accordance with a "Land Use IVIaster Plan" 
(ii) building up the devetopment density of the precincts comprising the academic core 
(ill) creating linkages between buildings in future projects 
(iv) locating sites for carparking facilities and road systems in accordance with a "circulation 
master plan" 
(v) utilizing existing capacity for expansion of existing stmctures 
(vi) improving segregation of vehicular and pedestrian circulatton routes. 
2.10 The possible future built form of the campus was illustrated graphically in fig 3 ILLUSTRATIVE 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1972. 
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EXISTING 1972 
"A comparison of the University's physical 
environment today with that existing in 1972 
demonstrates the basic success of the 1972 Site 
Development Plan " 
EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN 1972 fig. 2 
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EXISTING 1972 
PROPOSED 
"A great deal of emphasis was placed on urban 
design concepts, requiring large capital expenditure 
over a period of time" 
" Traffic circulation was to be reorganised by 
closure of certain roads and the creation of an outer 
ring road" 
F1 PSYCHOLOGY & EDUCATION 
F2 FUTURE ACADEMIC 
F3 COMMUNAL LECTURE THEATRES 
F4 COMMERCE 
F5 HEALTH & COUNSELLING 
F6 ARCHITECTURE MUSIC & PLANNING 
F7 CIVIL ENGINEERING 
F8 STRUCTURES LAB EXTENSION 
F9 ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING 
F10 ENGINEERING LECTURE THEATRES 
F11 PRIESTLY BUILDING EXTENSION 
F12 
F13 
F14 
F15 
F16 
F17 
F18 
F19 
F20 
F21 
F22 
CHEMISTRY / MATHS LECTURE THEATRES 
CHEMICAL ENGINEERING 
MICROBIOLOGY EXTENSION 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES LIBRARY 
FUTURE ACADEMIC BUILDING 
ANATOMY EXTENSIONS 
SERVICES BUILDING 
VETERINARY SCIENCES BUILDING 
BOTANY BUILDING 
PARKING STRUCTURE 
PARKING STRUCTURE 
ILLUSTRATIVE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1972 fig. 3 
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Achievements 
2.11 Implementatton of many of the proposals in Site Planning Report No. 2 has been achieved since 
1972, some through the satisfactory integratton of capital wori<s projects into the campus fabrto, and 
the balance through management of minor wori<s programmes co-ordinating piecemeal inprovements 
as funding permitted. (Refer fig. 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN 1989). This has been possible 
because the Site Planning Reports have acted as references for both internal staff and external 
consultants. A comparison of the University's physical environment today with that existing in 1972, 
demonstrates the basic success of this Site Development Plan. 
2.12 The relaxed atmosphere of the campus provides an excellent environment for study and research, 
due largely to the pleasant sub-tropical landscaping and the limitation of vehicular traffto in favour 
of a networi< of pedestrian pathways, linking the main buildings, and leading out to the grounds and 
the peripheral sporting fields. 
Shortcomings 
2.13 The shortcomings of the 1972 Plan have also become evident with the passage of time. A great 
deal of emphasis was placed on urtjan design concepts, requiring large capital expenditure over a 
period of time. The lack of such funding led quickly to departures from such concepts. For example, 
the growth in Social Sciences was accommodated by infill and temporary buildings not envisaged 
in 1972, and incremental funding led to many smaller projects on campus rather than few large 
projects. 
2.14 Growth in traffic volu mes and requirements for more pari<ing, led to increases in the amount of grass 
converted to dispersed carpari<s, whereas the 1972 Plan envisaged paid pari<ing and concentrated 
pari<ing structures, dependant again on large capital funding. 
2.15 Demands for smaller scale buildings, on modest budgets, meant that proposals to utilize built-in 
expansion factors, for either vertical or horizontal expansion of existing buildings, to increase the 
density of the academic core, were not pursued. The steady outward spread of concentric 
development continued. 
2.16 Complete reorganizationoftrafficcirculationto create anouter ring road system by closureof certain 
roads (e.g. Blair Drive and College Road) and construction of new roads (e.g. Munro Street 
connection to Macquarie Street and MacGregor Drive extension) failed to materialize. 
2.17 The major deficiencies of the 1972 Plan were due to the absence of a matching "academic plan" 
for the future establishing priorities for growth in a corporate sense. The result was a physical plan 
which did not relate to the subsequent goals and objectives of the University. 
2.18 A further deficiency of the 1972 Plan was the absence of dialogue with the University community 
generally, including senior academic staff, the Union, SPRA, the Colleges and similar bodies wtx) 
have an interest in the St. Lucia Campus. 
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EXISTING 1972 
GROWTH 1972-1989 
BUILDINGS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 
"The University displayed considerable 
ingenuity to cope with spatial demands by a 
mixture of infill, temporary buildings and 
small scale permanent building between 
1975 and 1988" 
EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN 1989 fig. 4* 
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SECTIONS I 
|ji;j;i',HJ,i/.i//,j:i;iij,i/i;j,j,f,i.i.i.i',i;i^^?TmTT^ 
SITE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 1972-1989 
Introduction 
3.01 The 1972 Site Planning Report No. 2 was intended to put fonward a broad planning framewori< within 
whtoh physical growth of the University of Queensland could proceed in an ordered and logical way. 
Further studies of all components of the devetopment of the University (academto, physical and 
fiscal) were recommended. Continuous development of planning proposals was anttoipated. 
Landscape Master Plan Report 1975 
3.02 The most notable of these was the 1975 Landscape Master Plan prepared by external consultants.f^ 
This document proposed an extenston of the lake system, pedestrianisation of Circular Drive, 
avenue planting forthe road system, and a softening of the built environment of the campus through 
an extensive landscaping programme, together with modification of the traffic pattern envisaged in 
1972. 
Air Conditioning Development Plan Report 1980 
3.03 In 1980 consulting engineers were commissioned to prepare a detailed report '^ ' recommending 
alternative solutions to the University's air conditioning requirements. These proposals formed the 
basis for further modified developments, whtoh the University has now adopted. 
Landscape Notes 1985 
3.04 In 1985 Landscape Notes was prepared by a landscape architectural consultant.'** The guidelines 
contained in this report established broad design objectives which have subsequently been adopted 
by the University. 
Traffic Decisions 
3.05 Since 1972 decisions by the Building and Grounds Committee of Senate have seen the abandonment 
of the outer ring road principle in favour of retention of, and improvements to the inner ring road (Blair 
Drive - College Road route), and closures of the former Circular Drive and the progressive creatton 
of increased surface area pari<ing. 
Building Programme Submissions 
3.06 Regular Australian Universities Commission (AUG) and Commonwealth Tertiary Education 
Commission (CTEC) submissions have been prepared internally by the University putting fonward 
specific projects for funding approval. These submissions have built up a pattern of priorities in the 
utilization of building sites, and have led to the constmction of important elements of the 1972 Plan, 
such as the Biological Sciences Library and Refectory Building, the Chemical Engineering Building, 
and the Zelman Cowen Building. 
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3.07 In the case of such capital worths, external consultants involved in detailed building design have 
developed local plans affecting the precincts in which the projects were located, and have thus 
modified the form of parts of the campus. 
3.08 Due to the shortage of funds since 1976, few major worths have been constmcted and pressures 
for extra space have given rise to low cost temporary stmctures, sited on pockets of open space in 
tocations closest to demand centres, orfor smaller "offtoe pari<" style permanent stmctures, neither 
of which type was envisaged in 1972. 
Working Parties 
3.09 Ad hoc wori<ing parties comprising selected academto and administrative staff and external 
consultants were established to generate alternative options in the traffic, landscaping, heating, 
ventilation and air conditioning areas. These worthing parties have regularly reviewed issues arising 
from pressures in these areas. In recent years, they have overseen campus improvements and 
enabled progress to be made in policy matters outside the resources of Building and Grounds staff. 
Planning Working Party 
3.10 In 1984, the Planning Wori<ing Party was established to make recommendations on matters 
affecting campus planning. This has enabled crittoal decisions to be taken on urgent problems, 
particularty with reference to the siting of proposed new buildings and other land uses. 
CAMLIS 
3.11 During eariy 1985, a pitot project to create a Campus Land Information System (CAMLIS) was 
undertaken by the Buildings and Grounds Division using its internal resources together with the 
Department of Geographical Sciences, the Prentice Computer Centre, and external help from the 
Department of Mapping and Surveying, and an external computer adviser. This innovative study 
demonstrated that a complete computerised inventory of the site could be progressively built up over 
a period of time as funds were available. The Department of Geographical Sciences could also see 
the educational and promotional value of CAMLIS as a pilot for urt)an centres. 
Scale of Development 
3.12 A comparison of existing conditions in 1989 with the 1972 Illustrative Devetopment Plan shows 
graphically the different scale at which buildings were constmcted, with a multitude of smaller 
projects (Referf ig. 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN 1989 and APPENDIX C: LISTOF BUILDINGS 
CONSTRUCTED 1972 1988). At the same time this study shows the considerable ingenuity 
displayed by the University to cope with its spatial demands by a mixture of infill, small scale 
permanent and temporary Ijuildings, without sacrificing major building sites such as Commerce Hill 
or the Cooper Road Carpari< to such stmctures. 
Current Proposals 
3.13 It is only now with major projects such as the General Purpose Building (Commerce IHill), Molecular 
Biosciences and the Engineering Building that a scale of development matching the viston of 1972 
has occurred. Current proposals for known projects with some prospects of being t)uilt are shiown 
on fig. 5 CURRENT BUILDING PROJECTS PLAN 1989. 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1989 
Page 20 
SECTION 4 
'?!'W???W?? 
CHANGING PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS 
1972 ASSUMPTIONS 
Funding 
4.01 The 1972 Site Development Plan envisaged continued growth of the building stock on the St. Lucia 
Campus funded by triennial grants through the Australian Universities Commission (AUG), based 
on past expectations of continued Commonwealth Government support for university expansion. 
Enrolments 
4.02 Vigorous growth in student numbers was anttoipated in the 1973-75 AUG Submission and it was 
anticipated that demographic, social and economic factors would stimulate further growth. The 
1972 student population of 13,560 Equivalent Full-Time Student Units (EFTSU's) was predicted to 
grow by 50% to 20,000 EFTSU's. <^ °' 
4.03 In addition in 1972: 
(i) the development of a second metropolitan university was anticipated to have little effect on 
enrolments 
(ii) part-time student numbers were increasing 
(iii) enrolments in higher degrees were continuing to rise, as were enrolments in full-time Arts, 
Commerce and Economics courses 
(iv) there had been a mari<ed rise in the number of graduates enrolling for a second degree 
(v) the number of full-time female students was increasing significantly 
(vi) staff nu mbers had risen but the desirable ratio of 1:11 Staff/Students had not been maintained 
Density of Site Usage 
4.04 in orderto assess intensity of land use, the layout of the St. Lucia Campus was compared to six other 
more compact metropolitan universities. Queensland University had the lowest plot ratio (0.59) of 
those considered which ranged from 1.3 at Latrobe to 2.0 at Meltxsurne University, it was concluded 
that restrictions should be placedonthefurtherspread of the academic core and future developments 
should aim at increasing the plot ratio to an average of 1.0. Projections for building expansion 
showed floor space could be doubled within the academic core of the campus, without encroaching 
on the open space areas surrounding it. <"' 
4.05 An ideal university fabric was defined in the 1972 Site Development Plan as having: 
(i) a coherent and compact academic core, designed as a pedestrian precinct with a network of 
all-weather pedestrian circulation links between buildings which make the most efficient use 
of land with optimum amenity developed to a plot ratio of at least 1.0 
(ii) a clearly intelligible overall stmcture, with logically allocated subsidiary land uses in compatible 
locations 
(iii) peripheral vehicular circulation with no cross traffic and adequate vehicle partying in 
convenient locations related to demand 
(iv) landscape treatment which blends together the varying land uses and circulation systems to 
create a pleasant environment 
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EXISTING 1989 
BUILDINGS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 
PROPOSED 
"It is only now with major projects such as 
General Purpose Building Stage 1, Molecular 
Biosciences and the Engineering Building that 
a scale of development matching the vision of 
1972 has occurred" 
1 CONVENTION CENTRE / GRADUATION SCHOOL OF MANAGEMENT 
2 G.P. BUILDING STAGE 1 
3 HUMAN MOVEMENT SCIENCES 
4 STAFF HOUSE 
5 ENGINEERING BUILDING 
6 MOLECULAR BIOSCIENCES BUILDING 
7 THERAPIES BUILDING EXTENSION 
8 LAW FACULTY ROOFTOP EXTENSION 
CURRENT BUILDING PROJECTS PLAN 1989 fig. 5 
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Existing Problems 
4.06 From analysis of sun/ey data contained in Volume 1 of the 1972 Report, a statement of existing 
problems of an interlocking nature was included in Volume 2 under ten headings.'^ ^ These were: 
(i) site location in metropolitan urban area 
(ii) competing land uses 
(iii) conflicting circulation systems 
(iv) inadequate pari<ing accommodation 
(v) dispersed academic centre and limited building sites 
(vi) location of central services 
(vii) lack of a cohesive environment 
(viii) unrelated landscaping development 
(ix) inadequacy of existing services 
(x) absence of co-ordinated services routes 
These problems are still apparent today. 
Parking 
4.07 Limited parking accommodation was identified in 1972 as a major problem confronting the 
University. The Wilbur Smith Study of 1972 projected a demand of 5,300 spaces on campus for a 
daytime population of 13,875 by 1981 .<'3> Because many of the 3,582 spaces existing in 1972 were 
future building sites, it was reasoned that 4,510 new spaces should be provided to meet this 
demand. The study concluded that to pari< this quantity of cars in surface level pari<ing lots and 
kertDside spaces would consume 36 acres (14.5 hectares.). The recommended alternative was to 
embari< on the constmction of stmctured carpari<s at three tocations, having 3,000 cars in multideck 
carpari<ing stations. If this was not done, the warning was given that surface partying would consume 
one eighth of the campus land area. <'*' it was evident in 1972 that student car ownership would 
increase and St. Lucia would remain a "commuting campus". 
Site Services 
4.08 Capacities of existing utilities and site sen/ices mains were not felt to be a constraint on future growth 
in 1972. Attention was drawn to deftoiencies in the stormwater drainage system on site, and 
consideration of improved irrigation to recreational areas utilizing treated sewerage effluent was 
suggested. The main servicing problems related to tocattons of existing underground systems as 
they affected future building locations and co-ordination of sen/ice routes was recommended. 
Road System 
4.09 The 1972 proposals for vehicular traff to circulation on campus were based on the Wilbur Smith 
recommendation of an outer ring road (Sir William MacGregor Drive), giving access to peripheral 
pari<ing areas, with feeder service roads leading into the academto core, to create an inner 
pedestrian precinct via the closure of certain roads. 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
COMMONWEALTH CAPITAL WORKS FUNDING 1972 1988 
• Dollars Nominal 
M Dollars Constant (1988 $'s) 
ToUl Funding 1972 - 1988 $46,593,000 Nominal $ 
$88,199,000 Constant $1988 
SOURCE: "Capital Works Projects" Statistical Records of the 
Buildings and Grounds Division of 
The University of Queensland 1989 
Year 
NOTE: 1973 - 75 period covered by triennium funding - annual figures are therefore averages only 
fig. 6 
1989 REALITIES 
Funding 
4.10 Changes in priorities in successive Commonwealth Governments' provision for university funding 
became evident by 1973, with the evolution of CTEC to administer allocation of financial resources. 
Capital programmes envisaged in 1976-78 triennial submissions were deferred and the University 
found that major capital wori<s expectations were not to be realized. Only two major projects were 
funded between 1975 and 1987, the Psychology Building in 1982, and the Computer Science 
Building in 1985, and it became increasingly difficult to implement larger scale wori<s. (Refer fig. 6 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND: COMMONWEALTH CAPITAL WORKS FUNDING 1972 -
1988 GRAPH) 
Enrolments 
4.11 The Student populationof the University increasedfrom 13,560 EFTSU's in 1972to 14,801 EFTSU's 
in 1988, i.e. a growth of only 9%. With the reduced rate of capital improvements evident in 1975, 
came the imposition of quotas and total enrolments remained largely unchanged over the decade 
1975-85, with an annual target quota of 3,500 places for bachelor degree courses maintaining 
enrolments at around 18.000 students. (Refer fig. 7 THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND: 
ENROLMENTS 1911 - 2000 GRAPH). 
4.12 It was soon evident that demographic changes, partly caused by increased interstate migration, 
would also reduce the opportunities for young Queenslanders to attend the tertiary instituttons of 
their chotoe. 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
ENROLMENTS 1911 • 2000 
30000 
20000 -
E 
10000 -
^ Enrolments 
SOURCE: Registrars Division Report 1988 
The University of Queensland 
Statistics Department 
. ^ / ^ m-^w 
1911 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 
Year 
1990 2000 
fig. 7 
Density of Site Usage 
4.13 The 1972 Site Development Plan envisaged continued growth in new buildings in the Humanities 
andEngineeringareas.withonlylimitedexpansionintheSciencesarea. (Referfig.3 ILLUSTRATIVE 
DEVELOPMENT PIJ\N 1972). A major building complex on Commerce Hill (F1 ,F2,F4), expansion 
of Central Library Building and a new Academic Building (F16) north of Mayne Hall were suggested. 
Two new central lecture theatre bloci<s (F3 and F10) were to be provided in the East and South 
Precincts. Expansion of the Veterinary School (F19 and F20) and Anatomy Building (F17) in the 
North-West Precinct were planned. 
4.14 None of these projects has been built, due largely to laci< of capital funding. The new buildings 
that have appeared on campus since 1972 have largely been in the Engineering and Science Areas, 
including Chemical Engineering Building (F13), Zelman Cowen Building (F6), and Computer 
Science Building (F11). 
4.15 Other demands for space in the Humanities area were met by the Psychology Building, which was 
not envisaged in 1972, by temporary buildings in planned open space areas, and by construction 
of the Gordon Greenwood Building near the Abel Smith Lecture Theatre Building. 
4.16 In addition, a series of smaller permanent buildings grew up in the Tree Theatre area forming a fourth 
concentric ring of devetopment outwards f romthe Great Court, again not envisaged in 1972. Limited 
expansion of the Veterinary School also took place to suit the existing road system. 
4.17 The academto core of the University has continued to spread, and construction of relatively tow, 
small buildings has done little to increase the average plot ratio of the academic core. (Referfig. 8 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND: ACADEMIC CORE PLOT RATIO TABLE). 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
ACADEMIC CORE PLOT RATIO TABLE 
4.18 
4.19 
Year 
1972 
1988 
2000 
Building Gross 
Floor Area(m )^ 
119^63 
219^49 
(1) 275,650 
(2) 372,500 
(3) 351,500 
(4) 475,000 
Academic Core 
Land Area(m )^ 
258,731 
300,000 
300,000 
300,000 
300,000 
300,000 
Plot Ratio 
0^9 
0.73 
0.92 
1.24 
1.17 
138 
NOTE: 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
fig. 8 
Projection maintaining present 14.9 m' GFA / EFTSU's for 18,500 EFTSU's. 
Projection increasing to 25,000 EFTSU's. 
Projection increasing space standard to 19 m^ GFA / EFTSU for 18,500 EFTSU's.* 
Projection increasing space standard to 19 m^ GFA / EFTSU for 25,000 EFTSU's. 
Academic space standard adopted by Monash and LaTrobe Universities and adopted in a modified fomi by 
Melboume University in 1976. WSU's are used w h^ich are not exactly equivalent, but can be equated with EFTSU's 
for physical planning purposes."" 
The incremental nature of funding building worths meant staged construction, and a number of 
smaller scale permanent buildings were erected on this basis. Where pressures for space were 
heaviest, "temporary" demountable buildings came onto the campus, often in open spaces 
earmari<ed for their amenity in 1972 and unsuitable as building sites. 
Density of site usage has been marginally increased, however more open spaces have been built 
up at the periphery and in areas suggested as courtyards in 1972. 
Resolution of Existing Problems 
4.20 Some progress has been made in several of the ten problems identified in 1972 which needed to 
be addressed, if the campus was to achieve a better physical environment. Notably the resolutton 
of conflicting circulation systems by the closure of Front Drive, Circular Drive, Mill Road and 
Engineering Road West, with resulting increased pedestrianisation of the inner academic area. 
Coupled with the acceptance of the 1975 Landscape Master Plan and availability of funding for 
comprehensive rather than piecemeal landscaping improvements, the campus in 1989 is a much 
more attractive physical environment than that which existed in 1972. 
4.21 Progress has also been made in the provision of Central Services with new and better facilities on 
campus for banks, the Credit Union and the Bookshop, and the Union has provided satellite 
refectory facilities in two other locations, namely the Biological Sciences Refectory and the 
Physiology Refectory. 
4.22 Co-ordination of utilities and piped services has also improved with establishment of a HVAC 
networi< of chilled water plants to serve new projects from central plants and with connection to BCC 
sewer mains eliminating the duplication of underground pipework previously carrying separate 
chemical wastes and sewage. 
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Parking 
4.23 Wilbur Smith's forecast of increased displacement of open space by carpari<ing untess action was 
taken to solve the pari<ing problem has proved to be correct. The campus today has approximately 
6.375 hectares of open surface pari<ing lots, providing carpari<ing for some 4,249 cars, a 19% 
increase on the 1972 situation. 
4.24 A more elaborate pari<ing sttoker system has become necessary, with adjustments to pari<ing zones 
required annually. Student car ownership has become increasingly widespread, reflecting the rising 
affluence of our society. The resulting increased student pari<ing demand has meant areas 
regarded as "sacred grass" in 1972 are now pari<ing tots, such as exist near Playing Fields3 and 6. 
4.25 Some pari<ing areas proposed in 1972, such as the Sir William MacGregor Drive carpart<s south of 
the colleges, proved to be impractical, being too remote, and pari<ing areas closer in to the academic 
core were preferred. 
4.26 Kerbslde pari<ing accounts for an increased proportion of student parking spaces, resulting in some 
congestion of roadways which were never intended, when constructed, to carry two lanes of traffic 
with kerbslde pari<ing t)0th sides. Some safety problems have emerged particularly on Sir William 
MacGregor Drive. 
4.27 The two structured carpari<s indicated in the 1972 Plan have not been supported by Commonwealth 
funding and the University has not been able to build these from its own resources. 
Site Services 
4.28 Closure of roads for construction of new buildings meant some costly relocations of site sen/ices in 
Mill Road and Engineering Road West. 
Road System 
4.29 The extensive road changes envisaged in the 1972 Plan have largely not eventuated. Sir Fred 
Schonell Drive has not been terminated in a surface carpari^  north of the Hartley Teakle Building, 
nor have the Keith Streetconnection with Sir William MacGregor Drive and the formal axial approach 
to the Forgan Smith Building been constructed. The College Road continuatton past the lake, to link 
with Sir William MacGregor Drive, was rebuilt after the 1974 Ftood rather than being eliminated as 
proposed. 
4.30 The major achievements have been the closure of Mill Road in the area now occupied by Biotogicai 
Sciences Library Building and the closure of Circular Drive in three areas, resulting in improved 
pedestrian safety and amenity in the academic core area. 
4.31 Cooper Road has been constructed linking College Road with the former Engineering Road West, 
which itself has been closed in the area now occupied by Chemical Engineering Building. 
Off-Campus Property 
4.32 The 1972 Plan also was limited to the St. Lucia Campus. It is necessary to consider off-campus 
departmental facilities when reviewing future growth prospects of on-campus departments. 
Faculties like Medicine, Dentistry and Veterinary Science have major facilities elsewhere as part of 
the 51 sites for teaching and research controlled by The University of Queensland. (Some of these 
are indtoated on fig. 1 URBAN LOCATION MAP). Should any proposal arise to relocate such 
facilities on or off-campus, the effects and opportunities such action would generate must be 
considered from a site planning viewpoint. 
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1974 FLOOD 
AHD 8.400 - 9.400 
Q100 FLOOD 
AHD 6.400 - 7.400 
AFTER WIVENHOE DAM 
"The 1974 Flood reminded the University that 
a large amount of the St Lucia Campus is 
subject to periodic flooding" 
"The construction of the Wivenhoe Dam has 
been calculated to lower the 1974 Flood Level 
by up to 2 metres" 
FLOOD CONSTRAINTS MAP fig. 9 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1989 
Page 28 
SECTION 5 
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1989 
Land Use 
Grounds 
5.01 The University owned land at the main St. Lucia campus comprises a total area of 97.41 hectares 
including the lakes. The Carmody Road CSIROsite of 1.59 hectares is now owned by the University 
but subject to a lease, expiring in the year 2056. There is a possibility that this land could become 
available due to the CSIRO relocating in the future. Lands owned by the residential colleges 
comprise a further 19.06 hectares and a number of individual houses have been acquired by the 
University in the Hawken Drive, Upland Road and Munro Street areas. In all a total land area of 
approximately 116.47 hectares at St.Lucia falls under the influence of the University. 
Land Acquisition Policy 
5.02 During the period 1972 1988 the University took steps to increase its ownership of land in the 
Hawken Drive area as mari<et opportunities arose. 
5.03 In 1972. Wilbur Smith <^^> calculated land acquisition costs at $30,000 per allotment (i.e. $61 pernf). 
No vacant allotments were available and this was based on the cost of land including houses. On 
this basis acquisition of such land forcarpar1<ing purposes was considered a viable option compared 
to stnjctured pari<ing. By 1989 the average property value had risen to $300-$600 per nf, therefore 
the cost of one surface carpari<ing space would be between $7,800 and $15,600. A structural 
carpari<ing space on campus, has been calculated to cost $6,000. <'^  The acquisition of residential 
land for surface carparking becomes a viable option, only if the University's land is given atinancial 
value, comparable to the value of the surrounding residential areas of St. Lucia. 
5.04 Future expansion of the campus land stock in the Hawken Drive area is, however, still desirable in 
the long term, and it is recommended that acquisition of the balance of the suburtsan block between 
Upland Road and Dell Road, to the east of Ptoardy Street, continue. 
Zonings 
5.05 Under the City of Brisbane Town Plan gazetted in 1987, the main campus, CSIRO and residential 
colleges share the same zoning "Special Uses (University)" Constmction of academic buildings on 
this land is an "as of right" use, and does not require town planning consent. 
5.06 The residential houses are zoned "Residential A" in the Hawken Drive area and "Residential B" in 
the Munro St. area. 
5.07 Expansion of the University's functions into buildings on these sites would require rezoning to 
"Special Uses". 
5.08 Preliminary enquiries with the BCC Department of Development and Planning indicate that "spot 
rezonings" would not be supported, but a comprehensive rezoning of a large parcel would have 
some prospects of success. 
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ACADEMIC CORE 
RESIDENTIAL 
SPECIAL USES 
SERVICES 
ACTIVE OPEN SPACE 
PASSIVE OPEN SPACE 
CARPARKING 
"The extent of the academic core must be 
limited to facilitate pedestrian accessibility 
and circulation" 
"Land must be allocated for carparking as a 
permanent land use'' 
LAND USE PLAN 1989 fig. 10* 
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Flooding 
5.09 The 1974 Ftood reminded the University that a large amount of the St. Lucia campus is subject to 
periodic flooding. 
5.10 The 1972 Site Planning Report No.1 established a likely flood level at RL7.3 AHD (Australian Height 
Datum)<^ ^ and this was taken into account in subsequent development. The height of the 1974 Flood 
varied from RL 9.4 AHD on the south of the site, to RL 8.4 AHD on the northem or downstream river 
frontage. A number of buildings which had previously been considered '1lood free" were inundated, 
notably the main floor of Connell Building, and parts of the area where the Chemtoal Engineering 
Building is constmcted. Known problem areas like the Regiment Servtoes Road area, were 
flooded as forecast in 1972. 
5.11 In establishing a 1989 Land Use Plan, note must be taken of the 1974 Flood levels and main floor 
levels of buildings in flood prone areas of the site set accordingly. The constmction of the Wivenhoe 
Dam in the Brisbane River catchment has been calculated to lower the 1974 Ftood levels by up 
to 2 metres in the St. Lucia area. Judgements must be made as to the weight given to flood risk 
in assessing a project within the known floodable portion of the site. 
5.12 The effects of these flood levels on the site are illustrated on fig. 9 FLOOD CONSTRAINTS MAP 
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Competing Land Uses 
5.13 The 1972 Site Planning Report No.2 identified competing land uses as one of the major problems 
at St.Lucia, and a Land Use Plan was included in that report seeking to: 
(i) define the limits of the academic core 
(ii) identify and resen/e future parking areas 
(iii) set aside land needed for new roads and access ways 
(iv) protect passive open space areas of significance 
(v) set aside suitable land for active open space 
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Land Use Plan 
5.14 in 1989 the same issues must be addressed if future development is to proceed coherently. 
A Land Use Plan is required to: 
allocate land for carparking as a permanent, not a temporary land use 
define the edges of the academic core in a meaningful way 
make adequate provision for future vehicular circulation and carparking 
needs on the campus 
conserve areas of passive open space of landscape significance whilst 
allowing maximum use of active open space areas 
A proposal for future land use is illustrated on fig. 10 LAND USE PLAN 1989. 
Academic Core 
5.15 The spread of the academic core was intended to be limited by the 1972 Site Planning Report No. 
2 to enable a build up of density in the centre of the University and a limit on distances pedestrians 
have to walk in the interval between lectures. A comparative study of other Australian Universities 
indicated that the ideal university fabric had a diameter of 490 metres, allowing a 270 metre walk 
' to and from lecture rooms in 5 minutes'^ ®'. 
5.16 Since 1972 the academic core has spread into the Research Road area and its limits have now been 
redefined as illustrated on fig. 10 LAND USE PLAN 1989. The academic core has been divided 
into four precincts on the basis of the physical relationships between existing groups of buildings. 
Buffer zones must be maintained between academic and residential and service sectors of the 
campus to avoid a homogenous mix of the built environment. 
Green Space 
5.17 Open space areas of the campus have been defined as active open space and passive open space. 
5.18 
5.19 
Active Open Space 
The University of Queensland St.Lucia Campus is particularly well endowed with active sporting 
areas, including facilities for cricket, soccer, mgby, Australian Rules football, hockey, tennis, 
Softball, swimming, athletics and rowing. 
The proportion of the campus devoted to these active open space areas is approximately 22 
hectares out of a total of 116 hectares i.e. approximately 19%. 
This is made up as follows: 
Cricket 
Soccer 
Hockey 
Aust. Rules 
Attiletics 
Rugby 
Soccer 
SoftbaU 
Swimming 
Tennis 
Playing Field 1 
Playing Field 2 
Playing Field 3 
Playing Field 4 
Playing Field 5 
Playing Field 6 
Playing Field 7 
Playing Field 8 
TOTAL: 
2.74 ha. 
2.25 ha. 
1.25 ha. 
2.74 ha. 
3.00 ha. 
2.50 ha. 
2.75 ha. 
1.00 ha. 
1.00 ha. 
2.75 ha. 
22.00 ha. 
5.20 Active sporting areas have increased since 1972 with the development of Playing Field 7 at Munro 
Street. The tennis courts have been redeveloped to all-weather playing surfaces and the staff tennis 
courts relocated following the 1974 Flood. 
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5.21 New Softball facilities have been constructed and improvements to external lighting and pathways 
have made pedestrian circulation easier. A proposal to relocate the Rugby Union Club from Playing 
Field 5 to Playing Field 6 has received the approval of the University Recreation Areas Committee 
(URAC) and Senate. 
Passive Open Space 
5.22 Major improvements since 1972 to the amenity of the campus passive open space have been the 
extension of the lake system south-east of the Union, and the installation of irrigation systems to 
areas of the campus. In addition, tree planting programmes, undertaken by the Buildings & Grounds 
Division, have supplemented the existing natural and man-made landscape. 
5.23 Whilst St.Lucia Campus appears to have generous amounts of passive open space, in reality a great 
deal of the green space surrounding the academic core has active uses, or is part of the vehicular 
circulation and pari<ing system. Open space with the prime purpose of visual amenity and passive 
recreation has diminished substantially since 1972. 
5.24 Open pari<ing areas beyond the academic core consume 6.5 hectares or 5.6% of the site, leaving 
only 25 hectares or 22% of the site as passive open space. The further spread of open pari<ing lots 
and other intmsive uses into the green space must be controlled. 
Residential Colleges 
5.25 The amount of student accommodation available on the campus has remained relatively static since 
1972 despite an increased demand. There have been minor additions to the existing residential 
colleges and recent proposals for substantial expansion due to more favourable funding incentives. 
5.26 In 1987 a survey was made of the university's residential colleges to establish the allocation of 
resources. (Refer APPENDIX B: SURVEY OF COLLEGES) 
5.27 The pressure for economical student accommodation in close proximity to the St.Lucia Campus has 
also led to private initiatives for residential developments. 
Future Land Use Developments 
5.28 Future land use developments could also include: 
• The movement of some academic activities off-campus 
Section of Veterinary Science (Large Animals) to Moggill Farm 
• The redevelopment of non-academic areas 
Land currently leased to CSIRO 
Sen/ices area adjacent to Services Road 
University Regiment area 
Relocation of Glasshouses to an alternative site, possibly on top of a podium 
above a carpari<ing stmcture along Sir Fred Schonell Drive 
• The expansion of Federal Government nominated academic growth areas 
Engineering 
Computing Science 
• Commerce and Business Management 
Asian Language Studies 
• Possible incorporation of Hood Street area into the academic core 
• Joint entrepreneurial projects with commercial / industrial interests (research paries) 
5.29 Land use allocation poltoies will have to be flexible and responsive to these possible changes. 
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LAND USE RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.30 Future campus development be guided by the Land Use Plan 1989. 
5.31 The extent of the academic core be limited to facilitate pedestrian accessibility and 
circulation. The 1972 ideal of limiting the academic core spread in order to allow for a 
maximum of 5 minutes walk between classes remains valid. 
5.32 Future development to proceed as a staged process, within a clear overall framework. In this 
way the full potential of the remaining construction areas (e.g. Commerce Hill and Cooper 
Road Carpark) can be realised. 
5.33 Site planning of the St. Lucia Campus to be a continuous process with triennial reviews. 
5.34 In order to preserve the distinctive sub-tropical appearance and pleasant environment, the 
further spread of surface parking lots, active open space and other land uses into the green 
space be controlled. 
5.35 Precinct areas identified including the area north of the Forgan Smith Building, require more 
detailed study, to be developed as Precinct Development Plans. 
5.36 Acquisition of the balance of the suburban block between Upland Road and Dell Road, to the 
east of Picardy Street, to continue. 
5.37 Preferred parking locations in each precinct have been identified and are to be permanently 
reserved for parking. 
5.38 A site on the intersection of the main north-south axis and the axis of Sir Fred Schonell Drive 
be allocated for a building to mark the entrance to the University. 
Surface Carpark - Commerce Hill 
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ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND PARKING 
Road Access 
5.39 By Its location on a promontory created by a meander of the Brisbane River, the St.Lucia Campus 
is accessible by road, only from the west. The main roads whtoh sen/ice the university are Sir Fred 
Schonell Drive to the north, Coleridge Street leading into Carmody Road towards the centre and 
Hawken Drive and Upland Road to the south of the site. 
5.40 From the city, the main access route to the University is along Coronation Drive, bypassing the 
Toowong commercial centre and then on to Sir Fred Schonell Drive. The first view of the St.Lucia 
Campus from Sir Fred Schonell Drive, at its intersection with Ryan's Road, gives an initial cognitive 
sense of the layout of the campus. 
5.41 At the roundabout intersection of Sir Fred Schonell Drive and Coleridge Street, this initial cognitive 
sense is lost and a confusing jumble of buildings greets the visitor. It becomes essential for 
unfamiliar visitors to be directed on to particular areas of the campus. At the Information Booth, at 
this entrance point, visitors are either sent further along Sir Fred Schonell Drive to the apparent front 
of the University, the Forgan Smith Building, or along Coleridge Street and Carmody Road to 
Chancellors' Place and beyond, to a rather difficult to comprehend "second" entrance to the 
University. 
5.42 The layout of the campus needs to be readily apparent to staff, students and visitors. The original 
Hennessy and Hennessy plan was easily comprehended, however the clarity of that layout, with the 
encircling Circular Drive, has been eroded due to the continued expansion of the academic core 
and the pedestrianisation of Circular Drive. The intention of the ring road system proposed by the 
1972 Plan was to improve access and reduce to a minimum the intrusion of vehicles onto the 
campus. This initiative needs to be completed by the resolution of the formal entry or approach to 
the University, and an important element of this Plan is the proposal to establish a broad, landscaped 
entrance Ixjulevarde, and re-route the road system around a new building. This would be on the 
intersection of the axes of the Forgan Smith Building and Sir Fred Schonell Drive, thereby creating 
a formal entrance forecourt to the University between the new building and Forgan Smith Building. 
(Refer fig. 11 ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND PARKING PLAN) 
Proposed Bridges 
5.43 A traffic report commissioned by Brisbane City Council proposed in September 1989 that four 
Brisbane River bridges be constmcted. Priorities three and four proposed bridges from West End 
to Toowong and Dutton Pari< to St Lucia. Currently these are only preliminary proposals with no 
official standing in this site development plan. Constmction of these bridges, particularly the Dutton 
Pari< link, would have important impacts upon the campus, offering the potential of improved road 
access and additional pari<ing, traffic and environmental problems. The University should be 
actively involved in consultation with BCC to ensure the most appropriate location of these proposed 
bridges. 
Formal or Ceremonial Entrance 
5.44 The location of the formal entrance of the University became confused with the establishment of the 
J.D. Story Administration Building as the administrative and formal centre of the institution. The 
facade of Forgan Smith Building was originally intended as the formal or ceremonial front, and its 
axis was the visual and symbolic approach to the campus. This should now be reinforced in 
planning, road pattern and landscaping, so that this facade is clearly identified as the formal 
entrance to the University. 
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RING ROAD 
FEEDER ROAD 
SERVICE ROAD 
PERMANENT MAJOR PARKING 
"The campus road hierarchy comprising ring, 
feeder and service roads must be established" 
"To regulate parking demand, limit the extent 
of surface parking and finance the 
constructed under-cover parking spaces; a paid 
parking scheme must be promoted." 
ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND PARKING PLAN fig. 11 
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Public Transport Access 
5.45 Public transport presently enters the campus at Chancellors' Place where the bus terminus is 
located. Taxis sen/ice the entire campus. The ring road system should be upgraded, so that all parts 
of the campus are more directly accessible, in particular the proposed re-establishment of the 
Forgan Smith Building as the formal entrance to the University, suggests that this entry t>e 
considered as a future publto transport access point. 
Bicycle Access 
5.46 There are bike paths whtoh extend into the suburts of St.Lucia but their development does not 
appear to have been co-ordinated between the local authority and the university administratton. 
Consequently they do not link with or extend into the campus which limits their effectiveness in 
providing a safe and efficient mode of transport to the University. The establishment by the BCC 
of bicycle routes along Macquarie Street and Upland Road which are well lit, and defined from 
vehicular traffic is an important priority. 
River Access 
5.47 Since its inception in 1967 the Dutton Pari< cross-river ferry sen/ice has been operated by the 
Brisbane Ferry Sen/toe Ry Ltd under contract to the BCC. This is a pleasant and more direct method 
of access to the University for the southside student and staff population and the Dutton Parte 
carpari<ing area, supplements the carpart<ing facilities of the campus. There is another cross-river 
ferry link further downstream which affords a limited benefit if its users are prepared to walk the 
kilometre or so from the terminal to the campus. 
5.48 Both services currently allow students to take bicycles on board the ferries for an additional charge, 
howeverthe carrying capacity could be increased if bicycles were left on the far side. At Dutton Park 
in particular, the provision of additional bicycle partying facilities is urgently required. The BCC 
should be encouraged to extend the parking facilities adjacent to the Dutton Parte temninai, and 
extend the bus routes to the terminal. The safety of students at night should be ensured through the 
provision of improved lighting and civic design. These measures would increase the attractiveness 
of this mode of transport for commuters. 
5.49 The Dutton Pari< service has recently commenced operating during vacation times and this 
extension of services should increase patronage. The BCC should be encouraged to consider the 
feasibility of providing a larger ferry to cope with morning and evening peak pertods. 
5.50 Much more could be done to exploit this excellent method of transport to a campus surrounded, on 
three sides, by water. Recent World Expo experience has proven the viability and effectiveness of 
down-river ferries in efficiently moving large numbers of people. If the servtoe is frequent and 
punctual. The viability of such a servtoe would depend upon adequate patronage, it is recommended 
that this service should be encouraged. City tenninals could ensure this became a signiftoant 
transport mode attracting a viable patronage whilst reducing the demands for on-site parieing. The 
existing campus terminal is inadequate to cope with the larger down-river ferries, however, the 
Golden Mile Ferry Sen/ice has expressed a willingness to constmct new terminal facilities. 
Pedestrian Access 
5.51 Some existing paved footpaths line the roads leading to the university but they are generally less 
than adequate to support the level of pedestrian traffic using these routes. This represents a 
considerable risk and inconvenience to such users in what should be a pleasant way to access the 
university. The BCC should be encouraged to upgrade this essential service. 
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Campus Road System 
5.52 A Significant achievement since 1972 has been the essential segregation from vehicles of campus 
pedestrian traff to by the establishment of a ring road system. Access routes lead into or form part 
of a ring road which encircles the campus. From the ring road, feeder roads lead off to various parts 
of the campus and service lanes mn to particular buildings or sites. Thus a hierarchy of roads has 
been established with the intention of reducing the intrusion of vehicles onto the campus, whilst still 
maintaining convenient access for its various users. (Referfig.11 ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND 
PARKING PLAN ) 
Private Vehicles 
5.53 The 1972 Site Development Plan recommended the establishment of large pari<ing stmctures in 
locations within convenient proximity to the buildings they sen/ed. This was based upon the premise 
of limiting vehicular access and the proliferation of open parking areas across the campus. The 
principle should still be pursued to segregate pedestrian circulation from conflict with vehicular 
circulation and to improve the amenity of the university. 
Service and Emergency Vehicle Access 
5.54 Though vehicu lar access within the campus is proposed to be limited, all areas of the academic core 
must remain accessible to vehicular traffic for goods deliveries, refuse collection, security vehicles 
and emergency services. In addition to the road system throughout the campus, a supplementary 
network for service access needs to be maintained. 
5.55 Despite the pedestrianisation of large areas of the campus, pedestrian and bicycle routes must also 
allow access for emergency vehicles throughout the campus. Fire brigade vehicles must have 
access to two sides of all buildings. 
Parking 
5.56 Pari<ing is the most critical planning problem on the campus as it involves the following interrelated 
issues: 
vehicle ownership and occupancy rates 
* planned growth of student enrolments 
* loss of existing pari<ing spaces (due to building constmction projects) 
* continuing dispersed growth of the Brisbane metropolitan area 
* bus timetabling problems 
* location of bus and ferry terminals 
* upgrading of the ferry service and associated parieing facilities 
5.57 The demand for pari<ing is directly related to the operation of an efficient public transport system and 
private vehicle occupancy rates. As building constmction reduces the number of parieing spaces, 
increased public transport patronage and informal car pooling will probably occur.f^ o) The public 
transport system should be improved to encourage this trend towards increased patronage and 
increased vehicle occupancy must be actively promoted. 
5.58 It should be noted that The University of Queensland is currently the only urtjan campus in Australia 
which provides free pari<ing for both academic and administrative staff and students. 
Loss of Parking Spaces 
5.59 The University is currently experiencing an upsurge of building construction activity which will 
displace hundreds of pari<ing spaces and the parteing situation will reach a crisis point in the near 
future. The loss of these parking spaces is resulting in an increasing number of cars parieing in the 
surrounding St.Lucia residential area with a negative impact upon the area's amenity. 
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Parking Demand 
5.60 Current Administration policy is to institute a paid pari<ing scheme on campus during 1990, which 
couto fund carparieing stmctures soon thereafter. The University shouto consider the potential of 
this paid pari<ing scheme as a regulatory devtoe to reduce parking demand. 
5.61 Pari<ing demand is related to the increasing rate of student car ownership and the decline in vehicle 
occupancy rates. It is also related to the increasingly dispersed distributton of student's residence 
throughout the Brisbane metropolitan area, which is due to increasing rental costs and the growing 
tendency of students to live at home with their parents, as well as being a functton of the general 
suburiaan spread of Brisbane. 
5.62 Future pari<ing demand will increase along with the planned future growth of student enrolments, 
and academto and administrative staff numbers, resulting from the Commonwealth Government's 
drive to increase the size of the tertiary education sector. The Mission Statement of The University 
of Queensland nominates an increase from 14,800 to 18,500 EFTSU's as a realistic grovrth target 
for the next decade. 
Car Pooling 
5.63 Car pooling provides one effective option to reduce parking demand, as commuters arriving at the 
University as passengers in private vehicles, are the second largest category after drivers, and even 
a slight increase of occupancy rates would have a signiftoant impact on par1<ing demand. The 
University should promote an affirmative policy of car pooling to increase vehtole occupancy and 
reduce parking demand. 
Public Transport 
5.64 During early 1989, the BCC introduced a new City Express sen/toe linking the University to the City. 
This sen/ice appears to have high patronage levels and indicates a movement towards public 
transport useage. The timetabling of buses remains a problem however, as bus servtoes tend to 
arrive either five minutes to, or on the hour, and slight delays can result in students being late for 
lectures. Timetabling reform and improved operating efficiency should combine with the decreasing 
availability of pari<ing spaces to increase bus patronage. 
5.65 The BCC should also be encouraged to upgrade the bus sen/toe linking Toowong railway station 
and the University to improve train patronage. 
5.66 The location of the University bus terminal results in lengthy walking distances which could act to 
discourage bus commuting, particularly during inclement weather. The University should consider 
the extension of bus sen/ices on-campus to improve safety, access, and encourage bus patronage. 
5.67 Feny sen/ice patronage would increase if Dutton Pari< car and bicycle parieing facilities were 
upgraded, the bus sen/ice extended to the ferry terminal and commuter safety at night improved. 
Parking Options 
5.68 As the recommendation of the 1972 Plan to provide large pari<ing stmctures remains unrealised, 
this Plan argues that the assumption car accommodation must be provided on site should be re-
assessed. Due to the financial cost of stmctured parking solutions and the environmental impact 
of both large parieing stmctures and extensive surface parieing areas, the University should 
encourage the use of alternative modes of transport. The respective costs of the available 
alternatives should be considered. The significance of providing additional parieing space on 
campus, in terms of encouraging vehicular access and impacting upon the environment stx)uld be 
carefully assessed. The costs involved with encouraging improved bus and ferry sen/ices, bicycle 
and pedestrian access, and administering a car pooling system could be substantially less than the 
cost of building the large parieing stmctures which private commuting requires. The regulatory 
potential of the paid par1<ing scheme must be investigated. 
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CIRCULATION ROUTE 
RIDING PROHIBITED 
RIDE WITH CARE 
BICYCLE PARKING FACILITIES 
"For the safety and convenience of all, a proper 
bikeway network needs to be established. This 
network should extend not only across the 
campus but also link with the bike paths in the 
vicinity leading to the University." 
EXISTING BICYCLE ROUTES PLAN fig. 12 
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5 69 To control campus vehtoular access a system of parking permits has been established giving 
priority to staff and approved visitors. Forthe most part, student parking has been dispersed further 
and further away from the ultimate destinatton of its users, whtoh is both inconvenient and unsightly 
in that much of this parking is on unsurfaced lots encroaching onto the green space surroundirig the 
academto core. Parking persists on the road network but for safety sake, this needs to be 
rationalised and restricted, from the main ring road. 
5 70 If a paid parking scheme was introduced, it would regulate pari<ing demand, by forcing some 
commuters to adopt other modes of transport. The extent of surface parking wouto be limited as 
a consequence, and a method of funding rnnstnided undftr-oover parking SPaces wouto be 
established. The stmctural carpari<ing option must be thoroughly investigated. 
Bicycle Routes 
5 71 At present bicycles traverse the campus often in conflict with pedestrian and road traffic. The liability 
for resultant accidents couto extend to the University if it is aware of hazards and does not proceed 
to remedy them. For the safety and convenience of all, a proper bikeway networi^  needs to be 
established. This networic shouto extend not only across the campus but also link with the bikepaths 
in the vicinity leading to the university. 
5.72 Although bicycles provtoe a mode of transport which has limited potential to most commuters, (a 
1983 survey found only 3% of people on campus were cyclists)'^'', this number couto be increased 
through the provision of an integrated networi< of campus bikeways and the upgrading of bicycle 
partying facilities. 
5.73 Some bicycle routes and parking facilities already exist as illustrated on fig. 12 EXISTING BICYCLE 
ROUTES PLAN, but they need to be supplemented to encourage the use of bicycles as a safe and 
convenient method of transport within this large campus. 
Pedestrian Access 
5.74 Within the campus, pathways are constmcted generally on the "desire lines" of pedestrian 
circulatton, but the networi< of paved and lit pathways needs to be extended to comprehensively 
servtoe all areas of the campus. Such a networi< should certainly respond to the desire lines, but 
should more than this, be responsive to the landscape and be integrated with the campus 
architecture and planning as a whole. 
5.75 Consideration should also be given to the disabled, and access routes need to be maintained and 
extended. The development of pathways has tended to link the main buildings but not necessarily 
meet the needs of all user groups. There is considerable use of the landscaped green space by not 
only the University community, but the publto at large, who as taxpayers, ultimately fund the 
development of the University. The presence of large numbers of joggers on campus roads 
indtoates a strong demand for paved and lit jogging paths. Such paths would improve pedestrian 
safety and allow for a popular, active recreational use of the green space, whilst minimising 
environmental impact. 
Linkages Between Buildings 
5.76 The 1972 Plan proposed a system of covered walkways linking new developments to provide 
access between buildings. Because such stmctures fell outside funding guidelines, little progress 
resulted. Recent projects internally funded, e.g. Ritchie Labs, have incorporated such walkways as 
"university linkages" for through pedestrian traffto, with "departmental connections" between related 
users. They can be in the following forms: 
underground 
at grade 
covered 
elevated 
This approach should be maintained in all future projects as an essential part of the canpus 
development. (Referfig.13 CAMPUS LINKAGES PLAN). 
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ACCESS, CIRCULATION AND PARKING RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.77 A paid parking scheme be Introduced to regulate parking demand, limit the extent of surface 
parking and finance parking space In low (2 - 4 level) structures, constructed to allow the 
erection of buildings In the air space above. 
5.78 The campus road hierarchy comprising ring, feeder and service roads be established and 
retained. 
5.79 The area north of the Forgan Smith Building be reinforced in terms of planning, road pattern 
and landscaping, so this entrance is easily recognisable as the formal entrance to the 
University. 
5.80 The ring road system be upgraded to improve access throughout the campus. 
5.81 In addition to the existing road system, a service and emergency vehicle access network 
be established and extended throughout the campus. 
5.82 Kerbslde parking on the main ring road system be restricted. 
5.83 To improve access, encourage bus patronage and improve safety, the University examine 
the need for Increased bus services on campus. 
5.84 A functional cross-campus bikeway network be established to link with surrounding 
suburban bikeways and bicycle parking locations. 
5.85 Disabled access routes be identified and extended throughout the campus. 
5.86 Suitably paved and lit footpaths between the academic core and peripheral parking 
locations be established. 
5.87 All future building projects incorporate covered campus walkways with "departmental 
connections" between related users. 
5.88 Paved and lit jogging paths be established in the open space areas of the campus. 
5.89 A down-river river ferry service with appropriately located terminals be encouraged as a 
significant transport mode. 
5.90 Signs be upgraded to make the campus layout more apparent to the University community 
and visitors. 
5.91 BCC be encouraged to upgrade car and bicycle parking facilities at Dutton Park ferry terminal 
and to extend bus services to the terminal and improve commuter safety at night through 
upgrading street lighting. 
5.92 BCC be encouraged to modify bus timetabling to co-ordinate with student lecture times. 
5.93 BCC be encouraged to upgrade the pedestrian footpaths along the streets leading to the 
University. 
5.94 BCC be encouraged to consider the feasibility of providing a larger ferry to cope with peak 
demand. 
5.95 The University to promote an affirmative policy of car pooling to Increase vehicle occupancy 
and reduce parking demand. 
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SERVICES 
Site Planning Report 
5.96 The 1972 Site Planning Report contained comprehensive maps of locating existing "systems" of 
sen/ices on the campus. Studies were made of the condittons of the systems and their capacities. 
These included the following: 
gas 
sewerage 
chemical wastes 
stomiwater 
cold water 
fire services & hydrants 
electricity 
telecom 
computer lines 
irrigation 
chilled water lines 
5.97 The most notable changes to servtoes systems on campus since 1972 were as follows: 
connection of the campus to the BCC sewer 
partial abandonment of the gravity chemical waste system 
rettoulation of chilled water from central plants 
installatton of extensive BCC waste water irrigation system to playing fields from 
lake extension holding ponds 
major review of stomri water drainage 
implementation of a Campus Data Network system 
purchase of electricity sub-stations 
initiation of energy management programme 
5.98 Small scale records of underground piped site sen/ices routes were upgraded by an external 
consultant in 1983. However comprehensive larger scale surveys are needed for detailed planning 
purposes. Recently, problems have been experienced on campus during the constmction of 
projects, due to the inadequacy of existing University sen/ices plans. Services are often not located 
as indtoated on University plans, resulting in cost escalations, constmction delays and safety risks. 
5.99 A meeting was held with members of the HVAC/Sen/toes group to discuss sen/ices matters affecting 
site planning. 
Points of concern were: 
conflicts between underground services and proposed Ixjildings 
lack of flexibility in building constmction to perniit installations of future sen/toes 
maintenance of vehicular access to plant and equipment 
relocation costs when services must be moved 
requirement for a new PABX system 
5.100 Recommendations for site planning and building design were for: 
checking of existing underground sen/ices mains prior to initial building siting 
early consultation regarding supply requirements of new buildings 
provision of cable ducts, conduits, tunnels and the like connecting buildings 
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EXISTING 
DESIRABLE 
FUTURE PARKING STRUCTURE 
BUS TERMINAL 
FERRY TERMINAL 
"All future building projects should incorporate 
covered campus walkways with departmental 
connections between related users." 
CAMPUS LINKAGE PLAN fig. 13 
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SERVICES RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.101 All existing underground services information be assessed and Incorporated into a 
comprehensive Services Master Plan which is regularly reviewed and updated to ensure 
accuracy and to guide development. 
5.102 The layout of underground services be assessed before building siting decisions are made. 
5.103 Servicing requirements of new buildings be the subject of early consultation. 
5.104 Servicing costs be Incorporated into budgeting estimates at an eariy stage in site selection. 
5.105 Service corridors be established to accommodate expansion. 
5.106 Siting and visual impact of above ground services needs early consideration in the design 
process. 
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ACTIVE OPEN SPACE 
PASSIVE OPEN SPACE 
SPECIAL ENVIRONMENT AREAS 
SPECIAL ENVIRONMENT AREAS : 
1 ARCHIBALD WAY 
2 EUCALYPT FOREST 
3 LAKEFRONTAREAS 
4 BUFFER ZONES 
5 RIVER BANK AREAS 
6 ALUMNI TEACHING GARDEN 
7 HARTLEY TEAKLE FORECOURT AND KNOLL 
8 CONIFER KNOLL 
9 J.D. STORY / MICROBIOLOGY COURTYARD 
10 GREAT COURT 
11 MICHIE FORECOURT 
12 ALUMNI COURT 
LANDSCAPE AREAS PLAN 
^ ROAD CARRIAGEWAY 
WINTER SUNLIGHT ACCESS 
BUFFER ZONES 
"Areas of special environmental or cultural 
value must be preserved." 
"The future reduction of passive open space 
must be resisted." 
"Buffer zones between academic and 
residential sections of the campus must be 
maintained." 
fig. 14^  
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LANDSCAPE 
Landscape Master Plan 1975 
5.107 A major recommendatton of the 1972 Site Devetopment Plan was the preparatton of a Landscape 
Master Plan forthe St. Lucia Campus. 
5.108 This was subsequently prepared in 1975 by consultant landscape architects who formulated 
proposals for the development of the campus grounds, notably the extension of the lake system by 
the creation of a body of water north of Forgan Smith Building, to be known as the Mill Pond, 
pedestrianisation of Circular Drive, extensive avenue planting forthe road system, and a softening 
of the formal approach from the outer ring road. 
5.109 This Landscape Master Plan was not submitted to the Senate for formal adoption. 
Landscape Working Party 
5.110 In 1984 the Landscape Wori<ing Party was established comprising representatives of Building and 
Grounds, the Departments of Botany, Architecture, Zoology, Agriculture and a consultant landscape 
architect. 
Landscape Notes 1985 
5.111 A report was then published in December 1985 entitled Landscape Notes to provide guidelines for 
any future development and maintenance of the campus grounds. 
5.112 This report, adopted by the Senate in 1988, divided the campus into three distinct landscape zones: 
(i) Natural eucalypt forest 
(ii) Sweeping open pari<-like landscape 
(iii) Developed landscape spaces between buildings 
5.113 The natural eucalypt forest landscape survives in part, on the western side of the campus albeit 
diminished in extent, due to the encroachment of road and building wori<s. 
5.114 The appearance of the open pari<-like landscape of the Great Court and the Front Lawn, can be 
traced to original site conditions and the extensive excavation and filling worths carried out during 
the initial construction of the early University buildings. 
5.115 Implementation of the Hennessey and Hennessey concept to plant the Great Court and Front Lawn 
in geometric patterns was not possible because of the underlying impervious metamorphic rock 
substrate. The stunted bauhinias and widely spaced pines presently growing in the Front Lawn are 
the remnants of the original plan to formally plant this area with flowering trees and shmbs broken 
by avenues of pines. 
5.116 Landscape Notes intended to establish broad design objectives with provision for design continuity 
and the identification of areas of cultural and natural significance, with provision for their future 
preservation, which is integral with the need to: 
(i) create an appropriate setting for the University within its regional environment 
(ii) provide facilities whtoh are adequate, comfortable, practical and safe 
(ill) provide an environment which contributes to both biological and visual values 
5.117 Any development, establishment and maintenance of landscape elements should therefore be 
considered as part of and in context with overall campus planning and development. 
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Landscape Developments 1972-1989 
5.118 The most striking impresston of the campus in 1989 is the integration of landscaping within the 
academto core. The hard roadways and bare footpaths whtoh characterized the 1972 environment 
have been replaced by a profusion of greenery and shaded places, such as the Alumni Court. 
5.119 Peripheral areas around the core however remain in need of final landscape development, notably 
the Cooper Road Carpari< and Commerce Hill building areas. 
5.120 The condition of the lake edge adjoining Civil Engineering has been purposely left ungroomed as 
a fauna refuge. Ad hoc filling and reclamation of river banks has occurred. 
Buffer Zones 
5.121 This Plan nominates three Buffer Zones (Refer fig. 14 LANDSCAPE AREAS PLAN) which defines 
and separates land uses thus avoiding a homogenous mix of the built environment on campus. 
They are located: 
(i) along College Road, between the residential colleges and the Chemical Engineering 
Building (width approximately 30 metres) 
(ii) between Cromwell College / International House and the CSIRO / Services area 
(width approximately 30 metres). 
(iii) between Union College and the Cumbrae-Stewart Building (width approximately 
15 metres) 
5.122 Within these zones only surface carparking and permanent stmctures less than 1 metre in height 
are permitted and the landscape should be maintained and regenerated. 
Archibald Way 
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Conclusions 
5.123 The amenity Of St. Lucia Campus is due largely to its exceptional environmental setting. There are 
several areas of the campus whtoh warrant complete preservation and regeneration to ensure that 
environmental amenity is maintained. 
5.124 The Alumni Teaching Garden sets an example of what can be achieved with foresight and 
dedication. Such landscaped areas with a cultural value, and wildlife refuge areas should be 
retained and extended in suitable locations elsewhere on the campus. 
5.125 Within each precinct, project budgets shouto incorporate the cost of permanent pedestrian 
networi<s, paved and landscaped areas and individual building developments should integrate with 
these designs. 
5.126 Surface parking areas should be permanently reserved for pari<ing and designed to inctode 
adequate shade trees and landscaping. 
5.127 Several areas of the river bank are eroded and littered with building and flood debris. These areas 
should be renovated, filled, stabilised and re-vegetated with mangrove and other appropriate plant 
species. The environmental significance of the general river bank area, between Sir William 
MacGregor Drive and the high water mari<, should be recognised and only new buildings, which are 
related to river uses for recreational purposes, should be permitted. This area offers opportunities 
for passive and active recreational use for the University community. 
5.128 The major unresolved item of the campus landscape remains the axial area between the Forgan 
Smith Building and the river. Here the open pari< landscape competes with conflicting roadway 
systems unrelated to the geometry of the axis. The 1975 Landscape Master Plan proposals are 
negated by the adoption of the inner ring road, along Sir Fred Schonell Drive into Blair Avenue. A 
bold stroke is needed to resolve this important entrance to the University. 
5.129 The skills of all members of the Traffic, Landscape and Planning Wori<ing Parties should be co-
ordinated to resolve this problem and landscaping issues should be completely integrated into the 
campus site planning process. 
LANDSCAPE RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.130 l-andscape policies as set out in Landscape Notes 1985 be implemented. 
5.131 Existing open spaces which reach into the academic core be enhanced to extend the effect 
of the open landscape. 
5.132 The remaining eucalypt forest areas be retained and regenerated, and the future reduction 
of passive open space resisted. 
5.133 Buffer zones be maintained between the academic and residential sections of the campus 
to avoid a homogenous mix of the built environment. 
5.134 All permanently landscaped areas be defined to enable overall ordering of site deveiopmenL 
5.135 Landscape areas with a cultural value and wildlife refuge areas be retained. 
5.136 Development within each precinct to incorporate the design of permanent pedestrian 
networks, paved and landscaped areas. Each project budget to include the costs Involved. 
5.137 All open parking areas be designed to Include adequate shade trees and landscaping. 
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5.138 Areas of special environmental or cultural value be preserved. These areas include: 
The Great Court 
Archibald Way 
Eucalypt Forest 
Lakefront areas 
Buffer zones between residential colleges and academic core, 
services areas and special use areas. 
River bank areas 
Alumni Teaching Garden 
Hartley Teakle forecourt and knoll 
Conifer Knoll 
Historic trees (such as the McCaffery Tree) 
J.D. Story/Microbiology Courtyard 
5.139 Within the river bank areas, between Sir William MacGregor Drive and the high water mark, 
no new buildings, which are unrelated to river uses for recreational purposes, be permitted. 
5.140 Eroded river bank areas be filled, stabilised and re-vegetated with mangrove and other 
appropriate plant species. 
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BUILDINGS 
Existing Buildings 
5.141 The existing building stock on campus was thoroughly sun/eyed in 1972 on the basis of age, 
condition, and buitoing materials. Since that date certain existing buildings have been demolished 
to make way for new projects. Additional temporary buildings have proliferated. 
5.142 Buildings and Grounds Division have created comprehensive as-built records of existing building 
stock and have computerised records of room usage including data relating to floor areas. 
5.143 in 1989 the total gross floorarea (GFA) of academto buitoings on campus amounted to 219,349 m^ 
compared with 119,563 m^  in 1972, an increase of 83%. 
5.144 in 1972 it was established that the academto core could be expanded to contain 270,829 nf GFA 
if all available building sites were utilised and verttoal expansion of all buildings, whtoh had been 
designed for later vertical extension occurred. Building costs of vertical stage constmction are 
presently substantially more than building on a fresh site and only the Law Faculty extension has 
proceeded to date. 
Future Building Development 
5.145 Within the academic core the future required building floor space has been analysed in terms of 
projected EFTSU's and ideal academic space standards adopted by other universities (Refer fig. 
15 THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND BUILDING SPACE PROJECTION TABLE). This study 
indicates the University would require an extensive building programme to reach these ideal space 
standards. 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
BUILDING SPACE PROJECTION TABLE 
1972 
1988 
2000 
USABLE FLOOR 
AREA (m*) 
83,719 
155,003 
(a) 193,510 
(b) 246,050 
(C) 261,500 
(d) 332,500 
EFTSU'S 
13,560 
14,801 
18,500 
18,500 
25,000 
25,000 
PROJECTED 
UFA / EFTSU(m*) 
6.16 
10.46 
10.46 
13.30 
10.46 
13.30 
ADDITIONAL 
BUILDING (UFA) 
(a) 38,507m* 
(b) 91,047m* 
(c) 106,497m* 
(d) 177.497m* 
(a) Projection maintaining current space standard of 10.46m* UFA / EFTSU for 18,500 EFTSU's. 
(b) Projection increasing space standard to 13.30m' UFA / EFTSU.* 
(c) Projection maintaining cun-ent space standard of 10.46m* UFA / EFTSU for 25,000 EFTSU's. 
(d) Projection increasing space standard to 13.30m* UFA / EFTSU for 25,000 EFTSU's. 
* Source: Ideal space standard adopted by Monash and LaTrobe Universities. 
fig. 15 
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PI 
P2 
P3 
P4 
P5 
P6 
P7 
P8 
P9 
PIG 
P11 
P12 
PIS 
P14 
P15 
P16 
SUB PRECINCT 
FORGAN SMITH 
STEELE 
PHYSICS 
GODDARD 
MAYNE HALL 
CENTRAL LIBRARY 
UNION ROAD 
STUDENT LAKE 
LAKESIDE 
ENGINEERING 
SCIENCE 
WEST SIDE 
COMMERCE HILL 
COOPER ROAD 
RESEARCH ROAD 
MILL ROAD 
PLOT RATIO 
1.03 
0.80 
1.00 
0.71 
0.47 
0.65 
0.64 
0.96 
0.44 
0.97 
1.26 
0.37 
0.20 
0.09 
0.74 
ACADEMIC CORE 
SUB-PRECINCT BOUNDARY 
ACADEMIC CORE 
PLOT RATIO 0.73 
"The Plot Ratio of the academic core must be 
increased to a minimum of 1.0." 
"To achieve this, certain sub-precincts will 
need to be increased well in excess of 1.0." 
ACADEMIC CORE SUB-PRECINCT PLOT RATIOS 1989 fig. 16* 
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5.146 At the sub-precinct level, future plot ratios have been analysed (Refer fig.16 ACADEMIC CORE 
SUB-PRECINCT PLOT PROJECTIONS RATIO TABLE). This study indicates that new building 
areas will have to be developed at a plot ratio far in excess of 1.0 in orderto ensure the academic 
core as a whole achieves the minimum target plot ratio of 1.0. 
5.147 The growth of the University has also been analysed in terms of future, available building floor space 
in relation to the area of the proposed academic core (Refer fig. 17 BUILDING DEVELOPMENT / 
PLOT RATIO TABLE). This study indicates that whilst the academic core can accommodate 
considerable building development, this will have to occur at an overall plot ratio of approximately 
1.2. The appropriate intensity of development of the new building areas should be considered in 
terms of achieving this plot ratio for the academic core. 
BUILDING DEVELOPMENT/ PLOT RATIO PROJECTIONS TABLE 
Existing Plot 
Ratio 
0.73 
Projected 
Plot Ratio 
1.20 
Existing Building 
Floor Space 
Available Building 
Floor Space 
Potential Building 
Floor Space 
Gross Floor Area 
(m2) 
219,349 
139,450 
358,799 
Useable Floor Area 
(m2) 
155,003 
99,800 
254,803 
fig. 17 
5.148 The capacity of the academic core to accommodate various projected numbers of EFTSU's at a 
recognised space standard has also been analysed (referfig. 18 EFTSU's/REQUIRED BUILDING 
SPACE PROJECTION TABLE). The development of available building floor space, within the 
academic core, would allow for the accommodation of 18,500 EFTSU's which The University of 
Queensland's Mission Statement nominates as a realistic growth target for the year 2000. The 
development of all building floor space identified in this Plan, within the academic core, would 
accommodate a maximum of approximately 19,000 EFTSU's at a nationally recognised academic 
space standard. This would require a plot ratio of 1.20. Growth beyond this level would require either 
higher plot ratios, extensions to the academic core, or off-campus expansion. 
EFTSU'S/REQUIRED BUILDING SPACE 
PROJECTION TABLE 
EFTSU's 
14,800 
18,500 
20,000 
25,000 
Required 
Gross Floor Area 
281,200 
351,500 
380,000 
475,000 
fig. 18 
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ACADEMIC BUILDING SITES 
POTENTIAL BUILDING EXTENSIONS 
POTENTIAL BUILDING VERTICAL 
EXTENSIONS 
REDEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL 
STRUCTURED CARPARKS 
POTENTIAL NON-ACADEMIC 
BUILDING SITES 
"Substantial intensification of the academic 
core is possible" 
"Forecasts of floor space demand related to 
academic requirements must be incorporated 
into the physical planning process'' 
BUILDING SITES PLAN fig. 19* 
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5.149 Experience over the years since 1975 when major capital funding was cut back, has pointed to the 
need to design for staged horizontal expansion. The incremental planning of space seems iil<eiy 
to continue. Current decisions by the Federal Government to increase the number of tertiary places 
and encourage amalgamation of smaller institutions is probably going to benefit the larger 
institutions such as The University of Queensland, who have the inf rastmcture to support additional 
places. The demand for floor space has therefore been examined and a forecast derived which is 
related to planned academic requirements. This process is vital for the continued incremental 
planning of the campus. 
5.150 The CTEC submission prepared in 1987 identified ten priority projects at The University of 
Queensland. In 1988 CTEC was abolished and its responsibilities transfened to the DEET. The 
proposed locations of buildings have been plotted (refer fig.19 BUILDING SITES PLAN) and it is 
shown that substantial further intensification of development in the academic core is possible. 
5.151 If large scale funding of capital projects is resumed, the University must be ready to act quicl<ly to 
take advantage of funding opportunities. The University has also involved itself in recent years in 
financing capital and minor worths through internal funding sources (referfig. 20 THE UNIVERSITY 
OF QUEENSLAND CONTRIBUTIONS TOWARDS CAPITAL AND MINOR WORKS 1980 -1988). 
Under the new Commonwealth guidelines the University will be encouraged to seel< funding from 
private sector sources and in future the building programme will increasingly depend upon these 
sources. 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
CONTRIBUTIONS TOWARDS CAPITAL AND MINOR WORKS 
1980-1988 
8 
5000000 
4O0O00O 
3000000 -
2O00OO0 -
1000000 -
[Zi $ Nominal 
$ Constant (1988) 
1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 
Year fig. 20 
Prior to 1980 negligible contributions were made from internal University sources 
SOURCE: "University Contributions to Capital Worlds anci Minor Wor1<s" Statistical RecorcJs 
of the Buildings and Grounds Division of the University of Queensland, 1989. 
TOTAL UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
CONTRIBUTIONS TOWARDS CAPITAL AND MINOR WORKS 
1980-1988 
CONSTANT DOLLARS $16,856,000 
NOMINAL DOLLARS $14,151,000 
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COMMERCE HILL PLAN fig. 21 
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5.152 The resolution of the formal entry or approach to the St. Lucia Campus has been considered (refer 
fig. 21 COMMERCE HILL PLAN). The creation of a distinctive building at the entrance by which to 
identify and introduce the University of Queensland is proposed. Functions such as an art gallery, 
museum, alumni facilities, and a display information kiosk could all be accommodated as a Visitors 
Centre. An appropriate location is at the intersection of the main north/south axis mnning through 
the Forgan Smith Building and the axis of Sir Fred Schonell Drive, the main approach route to the 
University. Such a location would also create an Entrance Forecourt, terminated by the new building 
and generate a major area, or precinct, for future expansion. 
5.153 Within each precinct future construction areas must be clearly identified to avoid abortive site work. 
Permanent site works can occur in areas where future buildings are not proposed. For this to 
happen, control drawings defining likely building envelopes and linkages must be prepared for each 
precinct. Such envelopes should not be mistaken for building designs. Each building development's 
carparking requirements should be considered at the design stage. 
5.154 All building developments should be assessed according to the Planning Statement: Check List 
(Refer APPENDIX D: PLANNING STATEMENT CHECK LIST) which gives aframework of relevant 
planning issues. Future building developments could include: 
* A Convention Centre / Graduate School of Management - approved by Senate for 
constmction north of Playing Field 6. 
* Redevelopment of-
Connell Building 
• Hawken Building 
• Bookshop / Credit Union 
Hirschfeld Building 
Glass Houses 
* Construction of a Library Repository Building 
* Development of multi-purpose buildings with a greater degree of flexibility than 
recently constructed specific purpose buildings. 
BUILDINGS RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.155 The Plot Ratio of the academic core be increased to a minimum of 1.0 to avoid the further 
spread of the built-up area. Where appropriate, Plot Ratios of certain sub-precincts be 
increased well in excess of this minimum figure, In order to compensate for those sub-
precincts which will remain below 1.0. 
5.156 Forecastsoffloorspacedemand,relatedtoacademlc requirements, be incorporated Intothe 
physical planning process. 
5.157 CarparkingrequirementsbeconsideredconcurrentlywitheachfuturebuildingdeveiopmenL 
5.158 Access of winter sunlight to the following popular lunch time eating places and other spaces 
be maintained: 
Great Court 
Biological Sciences/Library Forecourt 
Union Courtyards 
Space between J.D. Story Building and the Senate carpark 
Staff House lawns and terrace 
Kindergartens and chlldmlnding centres 
Designers of new projects adjacent to these areas to provide winter sunlig ht shadow casting 
studies at schematic design stage. 
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5.159 Future building construction areas be clearly identified within precincts, to avoid abortive 
site work. Permanent site works can occur in areas where future buildings are not proposed. 
Control drawings defining likely building envelopes and linkages be prepared for each 
precinct. Such envelopes not be mistaken for building designs. 
5.160 New buildings to form a coherent part of the precinct In which they are to be located. 
5.161 Studies of the future form of the precinct be required at design stage to ensure an Individual 
building forms a coherent part of an overall concept. 
5.162 Building Criteria to form the basis of a comprehensive Building Control Statement to guide 
future building design. 
5.163 Materials and forms of buildings In the green space beyond the academic core be designed 
to integrate with the landscape. 
5.164 The planning and development of future buildings to take into account precinct studies of 
potential floor space. 
5.165 infill projects and extensions to relate to existing buildings. 
5.166 Spaces between buildings be analysed to determine their potential and actual functional 
character, eg. service court, "public" address, passive recreation courtyard. 
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SECTION 6 
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA 
SITE PLANNING CRITERIA 
6.01 The future use of land at the St. Lucia Campus should be in accordance with the fig. 10 l-AND USE 
Pl_AN 1989. This proposes restrictions on the future extent of the academic core which should be 
restrained to around 30 hectares. 
6.02 Within the framework of the Land Use Plan 1989 and guidelines for materials, buikling form and 
creation of worthwhile spaces between buildings, considerable flexibility siiould exist to enable 
future improvements to the built environment of the campus to occur as funding permits. Individual 
projects should always be considered in the light of a larger context, and each should contribute to 
the enhancement of its environs. 
6.03 Broad solutions to the overall development of the remaining constmction areas on campus, e.g. 
Cooper Road Carpark (South Precinct) and Commerce Hill (North-East Precinct) have been 
explored in outline. Realization of these concepts will depend on the determinatton of the University 
to avoid ad hoc piecemeal development and to concentrate on staged incremental growth within a 
clear overall concept plan. 
6.04 Within the academic core as defined in fig.10 LAND USE PLAN 1989 future building projects will 
occur as further growth and upgrading creates the need for more space. 
6.05 Certain projects have been already identified through Senate approvals or submissions to CTEC 
and DEET, whereas others are in early stages of formulation. From time to time future needs will 
generate stmctures unforeseen at present, and guide-lines regarding the fomi, materials and siting 
of future buildings within the academic core are needed. 
6.06 Known projects as approved by Senate are illustrated on fig.18 BUILDING SITES PLAN. These 
include parking stmctures approved by Senate in 1972, recent submissions to CTEC and DEET and 
projects proposed to be funded internally by the University of Queensland. 
BUILDING CRITERIA 
6.07 In considering the form of new buildings, a primary concern in the past has been to create precinctuai 
relationships between adjoining buildings by the use of common materials, facade elements and 
other architectural design approaches. The 1972 Plan divided the campus into five precincts, with 
a central historic core and four segments radiating outwards. This concept was reflected in the 
allocation of building numbers. 
6.08 In reality this was a very artificial grouping and alternative bases fordefinition of precincts have been 
explored in this study. These are as follows: 
(i) by users refer fig.22 ACADEMIC GROUPINGS PLAN 
(ii) by building materials refer fig.23 BUILDING CLADDING PLAN 
(iii) by physical relationship refer fig.24 PRECINCT PLAN 
6.09 Subdivision by users appears a togical basis of assessment at first. Users are related by their 
internal functions and academic groupings, and have some common characteristics. However as 
illustrated on fig.22 ACADEMIC GROUPINGS PLAN, the resultant boundaries are unrelated to the 
physical environment, so this basis of definition of a precinct has been rejected. 
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BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES GROUP 
HEALTH SCIENCES GROUP 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND 
ENGINEERING GROUP 
HUMANITIES GROUP 
SOCIAL SCIENCES 
SCHOOL OF EXTERNAL STUDIES 
AND CONTINUING EDUCATION 
^ FUTURE GROWTH DIRECTION "The academic groupings are unrelated to the physical environment of the academic core." 
ACADEMIC GROUPINGS PLAN fig. 22' 
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6.10 Subdivision by building material similarly has a certain logic. The historic core of sandstone appears 
a certain "Precinct", with the other parts of the academic core dissected according to their cladding 
(not their stmcture, as was a basis for study in 1972). However, due to the great variety of building 
materials on campus this method of subdivision fails in other parts of the core. For example the 
mixture of "concrete" and brick buildings in the engineering area is confusing. 
6.11 The physical relationships between existing groups of buildings seems to be the best way to proceed 
with defining precincts. The academic core has therefore been divided into 4 precincts: 
(i) Central Precinct 
(ii) North-West Precinct 
(iii) North-East Precinct 
(iii) South Precinct 
This is illustrated on fig. 24 PRECINCT PLAN 
6.12 Additionally the possibility exists that future buildings and other stmctures may be erected beyond 
the academic core in the designated open space of the campus. Guidelines are needed for such 
projects. 
6.13 Within each precinct attention must be given in future building projects and other site improvements 
to enhancement of the character of each precinct, and this can best be done by requiring adherence 
to basic design guidelines related to: 
Building Materials 
Form of Buildings 
• Spaces Between Buildings. 
Central Precinct 
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STONE 
CONCRETE (PRECAST OR WHITE) 
BRICK / OFF - FORM CONCRETE 
"New buildings should form a coherent part 
of the precinct in which they are located." 
BUILDING CLADDING PLAN fig. 23 
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Building Materials 
6.14 Basic building materials which ought to form the majority of external finishes in each precinct are 
suggested as follows: 
(i) Central Precinct 
Historic Core Walls 
• Sandstone 
• Concrete (Mayne Hall / sandblasted colour) 
• Glass in bronze coloured aluminium frames 
Roofs 
• Hidden by parapets generally 
(ii) North-West Precinct 
Walls 
• Face brickwork (in context) 
• Concrete (insitu grey) 
• Glass in dark anodised frames 
• Metal cladding light colours 
If exposed - colourbond 
Legend 
* special PWP 
consent required 
Roofs 
(iii) North-East Precinct 
Walls 
Roofs 
Concrete (light coloured) 
Face brickwork (in context) 
Concrete masonry (white painted) 
Glass in bronze coloured aluminium frames 
If exposed - colourbond 
(iv) South Precinct 
Walls 
Roofs 
Concrete (Main Hall colour / insitu grey - white or off-form) 
Face brickwork (in content) 
Metal cladding (light coloured) 
Glass in natural anodised frames 
If exposed - colourbond 
6.15 Selection of materials for a specific project is subject to normal university statutory controls to meet 
code requirements regarding type of construction allowed. Budgetary considerations will also affect 
material selection and competent architectural design should enable acceptable decisions to be 
made in specific cases. Appropriateness for purpose will be a factor in such considerations. 
6.16 In locating new construction within an existing precinct, great care will be needed toensurethe new 
project respects its context, especially when it is an "infill" project. References in the architectural 
design to its neighbouring buildings should be encouraged. 
6.17 Where projects are to the periphery of the academic core, a greater responsibility exists to ensure 
the overall image of the University is enhanced by the addition of a new building. Studies of the form 
of the future precinct should be required at design stage to ensure an individual building forms a 
coherent part of an overall concept. 
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CENTRAL 
NORTH - EAST 
NORTH - WEST 
SOUTH 
"Studies of the future form of a precinct are 
required to ensure an individual building forms 
a coherent part of the academic core." 
PRECINCT PLAN fig. 24 
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Form of Buildings 
6.18 Consideration of the existing character of the core area suggests that the form of buildings most 
appropriate to each precinct is as follows: 
(i) Central Precinct (Historic Core) 
Height Not to exceed parapet line of Forgan Smith Building (R.L 33.93 AHD) 
Mass Homogenous, unified/vertically growing from the earth 
Facades Long unbroken walls 
Small windows 
Shaded colonnades at ground level 
Roofline Parapets 
(ii) North-West Precinct 
Height Maximum four storeys above natural grade of Mill Road 
Mass Continuous, blocky forms / courtyard and re-entrant plan shapes. 
Facades Wall planes to predominate 
Roofline Broken roofline preferred 
(iii) North-East Precinct 
Height Maximum six storeys above natural grade diminishing in height towards 
the west 
Mass Cellular, horizontal proportion, elevated atx)ve the ground 
Facades Deeply shaded windows 
Faceted and recessed wall planes 
Maximum unbroken walls 20 metres 
Roofline Flat generally/pitched roofs to special elements or functions 
(iv) South Precinct 
Height Not to exceed 12 storeys 
Higher buildings to south preferred to avoid shadowing academic core 
Mass Broken forms, variable wall and rooflines preferred 
Undercrofts and recessed bases where possible to "open up" area 
Facades Horizontal proportions to reduce scale and apparent height 
Deeply shaded windows 
Exposed applied sunscreens 
Roofline Broken rooflines preferred 
Exposed roof top plant and equipment acceptable in precinct 
(engineering character) 
(v) Services Area on Services Road 
If this area becomes available for academic redevelopment the following Building 
Criteria to apply: 
Form of Buildings 
Height Maximum four storeys above natural grade of Mill Road 
Mass Continuous, blocky forms / courtyard and re-entrant plan shapes 
Facades Wall planes to predominate 
Roofline Broken roofline preferred 
Building Materials 
Walls Face brickwork (in context) 
Concrete (insitu grey) 
Glass in dark anodised frames 
metal cladding light colours * 
Roofs Exposed colourt>ond 
* special consent required 
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6.19 Forms of new buildings should relate to their context as should materials. Infill projects and 
extensions to existing buildings should relate to the original building to create a cohesive form. The 
skills of gifted project architects are required to produce a form which integrates internal briefing 
requirements and external campus planning guidelines. 
Spaces Between Buildings 
6.20 Each new project contributes to the built environment comprising the campus academic core. 
Attention to the spaces between buildings is vital in this regard. Such spaces should be analysed 
to determine their potential and actual functional character, e.g. service court, "public address", 
passive recreation courtyard and so on. 
Solar Access 
6.21 Access of winter sunlight to the following existing spaces must be maintained: 
Great Court 
Biological Sciences /Library Forecourt 
Union courtyards 
Glasshouses 
Space between J.D. Story (Administration Building) and the Senate carpark 
Staff House lawns and terraces 
Kindergartens and chlldmlnding centres 
Winter shadow casting studies (21 June) must be provided for new projects adjacent to these areas 
at schematic design stage. 
6.22 Detailing of spaces between buildings should reflect the intentions of the Landscape Working Party 
regarding each precinct. Paving materials should be chosen for: 
(i) Durability 
(ii) Colour 
(iii) Texture 
Actual choices should be suggested by the Project Architect, and approved by the Director of 
Buildings and Grounds Division prior to orders being placed. 
GROUNDS CRITERIA 
Buildings in Green Space 
6.23 Materials and forms of buildings in the open spaces surrounding the built-up area of the University 
should have a functional relationship to the open spaces they serve, but their presence on the flood 
plain should be unobtmsive. Techniques such as material selection, design of broken forms, choice 
of colours to blend into the landscape, and integrated planting on the building facades would all 
contribute to a reduction of the impact of such buildings on the campus. 
Landscape Character 
6.24 The recommendations of the Landscape Notes adopted by the Senate, regarding the character of 
the landscape in each of the three identified landscape zones, should be followed. 
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ROADWAY RESERVATION HIERARCHY 
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SERVICES CRITERIA 
6.25 All new buildings on campus will affect existing services in some way, either by generating demand 
for supply connections, by requiring outfall of wastes or by interfering with the existing services. 
6.26 All parts of the campus are capable of being serviced, but some sites will be more expensive to 
service than others. Stand alone sites in the open space will probably incur substantial costs in this 
regard. Realistic budgeting estimates at an early stage in site selection is required. 
6.27 Because the most likely fomi of new development within the core area is incremental expansion, 
questions relating to staged connections of external services will arise. Careful thought will be 
needed to balance future requirements against current budgets. In this regard provision of service 
corridors to accomnvDdate expansion should be planned. 
6.28 As well as underground sen/ices, above ground plant, including transformers and chillers, will 
require siting. Early consideration in the design process, of size and capacity will be needed so a 
considered judgement can be made. Roof top plant in particular must be carefully examined from 
a visual viewpoint. 
6.29 Inthe South Precinct, in particular where departments may require rooftop experimental equipment 
sites, advantage should be taken of opportunities for reinforcement of the engineering character of 
the precinct. 
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SECTION 7 
CONCLUSIONS 
7.01 The landscaped and pedestrianised environment of the academic core cunently provides an 
excellent university environment. In comparison with 1972, the academic core of today is a far 
greener, safer and more amenable environment. The closure of parts of Circular Drive and Mill 
Road, were major successes for the 1972 Plan. 
Academic Core 
7.02 This Plan has redefined the extent of the academic core, incorporating future constmction areas, 
whilst maintaining the principle of limiting the distance pedestrians have to walk between lectures. 
7.03 Four distinct precincts, based upon physical relationships between groups of buildings, were 
identified in this Plan. Within these precincts guidelines for building material and form have been 
established. Detailed "Precinct Development Plans" are now required. Future development 
proposals should continue to be assessed against the established criteria for building materials and 
forms. 
7.04 The growth of the academic core over the last decade has largely been in the science and 
engineering disciplines, with only a small proportion of funding being directed to the humanities. The 
next phase of growth will be in the area of research and development, whilst there is also a demand 
for accommodation in many areas associated with the University, such as commercial office space, 
student housing, conference and hotel accomnwdation. Such developments could be achieved by 
external or internal funding and the benefit to the University should be maximised whilst the 
preservation of its amenity is ensured. 
Access and Parking 
7.05 The Plan identifies parking as a critical planning problem and suggests a range of alternatives to 
improve campus access and manage parking pressures. The Plan encourages the upgrading of 
public transport sen/ices, pedestrian, disabled and bicycle access, and the promotion of paid 
parking and car pooling schemes. 
Service Areas 
7.06 Additional built-up areas have developed to service the diverse requirements of the University. They 
are utilitarian by nature but should be designed to complement the environment in which they stand. 
Green Space 
7.07 This Plan has determined that since 1972 passive open space has diminished and now accounts 
for only 22% of the campus area. The spread of further open parking lots, active sporting areas, 
future buildings and other intmsive uses into the green space should be controlled to retain the park-
like character of the campus environment and the remaining landscaped areas must be conserved 
and re-vegetated. 
7.08 The Plan recommends that buildings constmcted within this area should aim for a minimum impact 
on the environment. Potential sites for future development of non-academic facilities within the 
green space have been identified. Future developments could include a conference centre, 
research park stmctures, residential buildings, parking, and sports facilities. 
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Residential Areas 
7.09 The residential colleges have been generally well sited within the green space and in convenient 
proximity to the academic core. Since 1972, their size has remained relatively static, but they seem 
set to undergo a period of significant expansion in response to more favourable government funding 
arrangements and increasing demand for student accommodation on campus. Buffer zones 
separating the residential colleges from the academic core should be maintained and improved. 
Open Space Wedges 
7.10 Attention should also be given to maintenance and enhancement of open space wedges which 
reach into the academic core to extend the effect of the open landscape. 
Special Environmental Areas 
7.11 Particular sites have been defined as "special environmental areas", these include the Alumni 
Teaching Gardens, Archibald Way, the Eucalypt Forest, Conifer Knoll, the sanctuary areas around 
the lakes and the river bank. Such areas warrant special attention to ensure their presen/ation and 
possible extension. 
Development Guidelines 
7.12 This Plan sets the parameters by which development proposals should be assessed. Future 
projects should be considered under the following planning and design guidelines: 
Land use 
Road system 
Parking 
Pedestrian access 
Building height, form and materials 
* Relationship with surrounding precinct and overall existing campus context 
Provision for future expansion 
Services - existing and required 
Periodical Review Process 
7.13 An integral recommendation of the Plan is that site planning of the St. Lucia Campus shou Id continue 
as an on-going review process. In this way future development should be guided by the principles 
established in this Plan, which should be subject to triennial review, to assess performance and 
responsiveness to changing circumstances. 
7.14 The future development of the physical fabric of the University should proceed as a staged process, 
within the framework of this Plan, rather than as an ad hoc process. 
7.15 The expert advice of the PWP should be given due credence and these recommendations shouW 
be fully publicised, debated and implemented. 
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APPENDIX A 
MISSION 
The mission of the University of Queensland is to extend, evaluate, preserve and transmit ideas and 
knowledge through teaching and research of the highest international standards for the particular benefit 
of Queensland and the good of the wider national and international community. 
In striving to fulfil this mission the University is dedicated to 
the defence of intellectual freedom and the promotion of intellectual rigour; 
the achievement of excellence within liberal traditions of scholarship and independent 
thought; and 
the maintenance of the highest intellectual and ethical standards in all its disciplines. 
GOALS 
The broad goals of the University in pursuing its mission are to: 
1. Confirm its standing as one of Australia's leading universities, and as the premier centre of 
higher education in Queensland, by continuing to award degrees and other academic 
distinctions of a standard comparable with those of the world's leading universities and by 
offering opportunities for study at all levels of higher educatton in a wide range of cultural, 
professional and scientifk; disciplines; 
2. attract and retain the most intellectually able students and provide improved educational 
opportunities for minority and disadvantaged groups; 
3. pursue excellence in all aspects of teaching and learning; 
4. achieve high international standards in research, scholarship, postgraduate education and 
training in all its disciplines, and facilitate the communication, applteation and transfer of 
university research and scholarship for the benefit of the national and international community; 
5. manage effectively and efficiently all its human, financial and physical resources. 
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OBJECTIVES 
GoaM 
That the University confirm its standing as one of Australia's leading universities, and as the 
premier centre of higher education in Queensland, by continuing to award degrees and other 
academic distinctions of a standard comparable with those of the world's leading universities and 
by offering opportunities for study at ail levels of higher education In a wide range of cultural, 
professional and scientific disciplines. 
Objectives: 
1.1 Project a corporate identify reflecting its stature as one of Australia's leading universities, 
committed to the pursuit of excellence in all major academic disciplines and to the cultural and 
economic betterment of humanity. 
1.2 Ensure that its programs are internally consistent in the reconciliation of competing demands 
for providing equitable access to higher education, meeting the community's needs for well 
qualified people, and maintaining academic standards and the integrity of disciplines. 
1.3 Maintain the University's proportion of the national output of graduates and provide for 
balanced development consistent with student demand, community need, academic strength 
and national priorities. 
1.4 Recmit increasing numbers of students into its honours and higher-degree programs. 
1.5 Maintain and extend its activities in the areas of continuing professional education and 
community education. 
1.6 Foster productive links with other tertiary educational institutions, with commerce, industry, 
the professions, and government, with its own alumni (???), and with the community 
generally, promoting in all of these groups an understanding of, and desire to participate in, 
the pursuit of its mission and goals. 
1.7 Discharge its responsibilities as a member of the world-wide academic community by 
strengthening its contacts and co-operation with overseas universities. In the Asia-Pacific 
region and elsewhere. 
Goal 2 
That the University attract and retain the most intellectually able students and provide improved 
educational opportunities for minority and disadvantaged groups. 
Objectives: 
2.1 Attract to the University: 
the highest achievable proportion of Queensland's most able students; 
increased numbers of the ablest students from elsewhere in Australia and from overseas. 
2.2 Encourage and increase enrolment of students from minority and disadvantaged groups. 
2.3 Increase the numbers of women in disciplines in which they have not traditionally enrolled. 
2.4 Increase the proportion of women continuing to honours and to postgraduate work. 
2.5 Improve and extend the mechanisms for the granting of credit and for other appropriate 
recognition of academic work carried out in other institutions. 
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Goal 3 
That the University pursue excellence in all aspects of teaching and learning. 
Objectives: 
3.1 Create educational environment in which course development, teaching and examining are 
approached as professional activities and in which superior performance is expected, valued, 
and rewarded. 
3.2 Ensure that course development, teaching and assessment practices are informed by 
modern educational theory and research, and employ appropriate educational technology 
effectively. 
3.3 Include pedagogic competence among the basic requirements for holding academic positions 
and recognise success as a teacher as a significant element in determining academic career 
progression. 
3.4 Provide institutional support which enables professional training to be given in the theory and 
practice of higher education. 
3.5 Ensure that the contents of academic programs are informed and underpinned by the most 
recent research and scholarship in the relevant academic disciplines. 
3.6 Provide the fullest encouragement and support for students, including counselling, advice 
and study skills training, so as to foster personal growth and responsibility and improve 
academic performance. 
3.7 Provide teaching and learning facilities of the highest quality and a social and physical 
environment conducive to serious study at all levels. 
Goal 4 
That the University achieve high international standards in research, scholarship, postgraduate 
education and training in all Its disciplines, and facilitate the communication, application and 
transfer of university research and scholarship for the benefit of the national and International 
community. 
Objectives: 
4.1 Through the University's Research Management Plan, develop the University's strengths 
and emphasise, promote and fund excellence in research across all disciplines in the 
University. 
4.2 Facilitate research in areas which satisfy national needs. 
4.3 Develop a sound research infrastmcture to meet the needs of researchers and to enhance 
the contribution of the University to basic research. 
4.4 Foster postgraduate education and improve the training of researchers, t>oth at higherdegree 
and postdoctoral levels. 
4.5 Have a system of continuing evaluation of research performance through an appropriate set 
of performance indicators, including peer review, and allocatefundsforresearchcompetitively 
and on the basis of perfomiance. 
4.6 Ensure the protection of the University's intellectual property. 
4.7 Institute arrangements which lead to the transfer and exploitation of knowledge gained from 
research. 
4.8 Facilitate increased interaction with industry, commerce and the professions forthe purpose 
of attracting research support. 
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Goal 5 
That the University manage effectively and efficiently all its human, financial and physical 
resources. 
Objectives: 
5.1 Create an organisational climate which will attract and retain staff of the highest calibre and 
maximise their contribution to the University's mission. 
5.2 Ensure equality of opportunity in employment. 
5.3 Provide and maintain staff development and training policies which provide opportunities for 
the professional development of staff for improving the University's organisational efffciency 
and effectiveness. 
5.4 Provide and maintain fair and equitable arrangements for the regular review and appraisal 
of staff perfomiance. 
5.5 Provide efficient and effective administrative support to serve the needs of the whole 
University in support of its mission. 
5.6 Ensure the provision of an appropriate physical environment and its maintenance to the 
highest aesthetic and functional standards. 
5.7 Maximise income from government and non-government sources and effectively deploy it in 
support of the mission. 
5.8 Implement a fonnal systematic process of strategic planning. 
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APPENDIX B 
SURVEY OF COLLEGES -1987 
I. msrcEf 
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- YEAR CF lAST B m G PBCUBCT 
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STAFF 1 9 8 1 
1985 
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1985 
EXPECTED 1991 
POLICY ON GROWTH 
a.BtmmNss 
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1991 
SHARED RMS 1981 
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1991 
S / C RMS 1981 
1986 
1991 
OTHER 1 BED. FLAT 1 
- DO YOU HAVE A MASTER PIAH 
FOR PHYSICAL GROWTH? 
- I F SO »«EN PREPARE)? 
- DO YOU NEED ADDNL. B U G S 
NO) RESIDEOTIAL? 
O H H I Y I F ' Y E S ' ) 
- HIGHEST NO. OF FITDRS 
- ARE HIGHER BIJ5GS FEASIBIE 
O ) YOUR SITE? 
- I F SO, H3W («NY FKXRS? 1 
INTEBNATIONftL 
HOUSE 
1965 
1986 
DINING BM 
STUDENTS RM 
2 
2 
2 
151 
151 
151 
NO INCREASE 
143 
143 
143 
-
-
-
8 
8 
8 
NO 
-
NO 
-
5 
NO 
GRACE 
1967/1970 
1984 
TWO FLOORS 
ON LADY 
BRAY WING 
2 
2 
3 
126 
142 
174 
2 ACADEMICS 
S /C ROOMS 
U8 
133 
163 
-
-
2 
8 
9 
14 
YES 
1969 
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am. 
COMMON 
ROOM 
4 
NO 
CROMWELL 
1960/1954 
196B 
NO 
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2 
3 
175 
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DEVELOP 
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333 
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-
-
37 
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37 
NO 
-
NO 
5 
NO 
KINGS 
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1963 
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3 
3 
3 
213 
2D3 
233 
NO 
203 
233 
233 
-
-
-
1 
1 
1 
NO 
-
YES 
W/SHOP 
SPCBTING 
FTCmriES 
4 
YES 
5 
EMMANUEL 
1911/1956 
NO 
4 
4 
4 
232 
232 
232 
YES 
NIL 
232 
232 
232 
-
-
-
-
3 
17 
NO 
NO 
3 
NO 
ST. JOHNS 
1911/1965 
1986 
D O . 
POST 
GSAD. 
ACCOM. 
3 
3 
5 
175 
182 
212 
YES 
D C . NO. 
OF POST 
GRADS. 
175 
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197 
-
-
-
3 
7 
15 
YES 
l « 6 - 6 
YES 
LIBBABY 
COMPUTER 
a M D B B / 
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3 
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1917 /1961 
1973 
3 2 BOCMS 
CHAPEL, 
OFFICES 
3 
3 
3 
146 
146 
178 
NIL 
146 
146 
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-
-
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4 
4 
4 
YES 
1385 
YES 
CHAPEL 
CFFICE 
BLOCK 
2 
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' 
DUCHESNE 
1937/1959 
1970 
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4 
7 
130 
m 
140 
YES 
ADAPT 
AREAS TO 
STDNT RMS 
120 
119 
125 
2 
3 
3 
6 
6 
12 
2 
NO 
-
YES 
DINIJC 
HALL 
3 
NO 
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1913/1959 
1966 
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2 
2 
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167 
167 
230 
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D C GRAD 
s n D . 
l a 
lea 
161 
-
NONE 
-
-
NONE 
SOME 
NOW UNDER 
prap-N. 
1387 
YES 
ACADEMIC 
SUPPORT 
FEC. 
ETCnJTIES 
2 + B 
YES 
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4 . T B A F n C t PARKDC 
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SPACES DO YOU HAVE? 
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MODERATELY 
UPLAND RD, 
DRIVEWAYS 
YES 
YES 
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CHEMISTRY 
sr. 
YES 
-
YES 
-
YES 
-
YES 
TOGAIN 
ACCESS TO 
MCGREGOR 
ERIVE 
YES 
YES 
H l O i FENCE 
YES 
CONSTRUCT 
FOOTPATH 
ST. izxys 
ADEQUATE 
BUT 
NO DEFINED 
PARKING 
NO 
YES 
STUDENTS 
PARK IN 
DRIVEWAYS 
YES 
NO 
YES 
-
YES 
-
YES 
BUT NOT A 
PROBLEM 
SOMETIMES 
DIEFICUU 
-
DUCHESNE 
3 
« 
-
YES 
U C F Q 
STUDENTS 
CARS 
YES 
NO 
YES 
YES 
YES 
DAMAGE TO 
EMBANKMENT 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NOMENS 
3 
f> 
YES 
UNCERTAIN 
lyuHDES 
NO 
NO 
YES 
COLLEGE 
THRU ROAD 
NEEDS 
CLOSURE 
YES 
YES 
NO 
YES 
YES 
SECURITY 
DOORS 
YES 
DISCIFIiDe 
M B . 
SECURITY 
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6 . MffiNITY / IAN9CWPE 
-ANY AREAS OF TOUR 
GROUNDS WITH HIGH 
A^ENnY VALUE TO 
YOUR RESIDENTS? 
- IFYES, SPECIFY 
- DO YOU HAVE A FORMAL 
lANDSCAPE POLICY? 
- IFYES, SBCIFY 
- ANY AREAS OF UNIVERSITY 
CAWUS OF H i a i AMENITY 
VALUE TO YOUR COLLEGE? 
- IFYES, 3 B : I F Y 
- ANY NUISANCE FACTCRS 
TO YOUR COLLEGE 
ARISING FHCM ACTIVITIES 
ON ADJACENT AREAS 
OF UQ CAMPUS 
- IFYES, SBCIFY 
- DO YOU FEEL COLLEGE 
TAKES ADVANTAGE OF 
MAXIMH A^ENITY 
FRCMITSSrre? 
WHAT ACTION COUID 
EETAKENTO 
IMPROVE YOUR At t JHTY? 
V.SPCRTING-RECREAIICN 
- ANY SPORTING AREAS 
CF PARTICULAR SICKIF 
TO YOUR O O L I E d ? 
- ANY INADEQUACIES IN 
SPCBTING F A a U T I E S 
11^ ^^  tjiTT. . . 
- WY CM SITE SPCBTDG / 
FBC. fACILITIES 
EXISTING CR PRCPOSED2 
EXISTING 
TENNIS COURTS 
POOL 
SQUASH COURTS 
OTHER 
PROPOSED 
TENNIS COURTS 
POOL 
SQUASH COURTS 
OTHER 
INTEBNATICNAL 
HOUSE 
NO 
NO 
-
NO 
YES 
NOISE FRCM 
MAINTENANCE 
EECnCM i R.V.R. 
N I L A « r a T Y 
EXCEPT UPPER 
IZVEL VIEWS 
GOOD L'SCAPING 
OJMS 7, 6, 5 
YES 
DIFFICUU AOCESS 
TOOVALS FOB 
INT'RCOLIECT; 
FIXTURES 
NIL 
ML 
NO. 
NE, 
NIL 
NIL 
NIL 
NIL 
GRACE 
NO 
NO 
-
PIAYING 
FIEID7 
NO 
NA 
L'SCWING 
IVY 
TO COVER 
BARE WALLS 
YES 
puuriNG 
Fnrrn? 
YES 
SPRA BAR 
DE-REGISTER 
AS LICEHCED 
PREMISES 
NONE 
CROMWELL 
YES 
- l E M f l S 
BSKIBALLCrS. 
-ABEAEEHIND 
DINING HALL 
- DCWLING i 
HANCOCK WINGS 
YES 
EEDG 
DEVELOPED 
PIAYING 
FIEID7 
1EES 
INTERNATICHAL 
HOUSE P /A 
VET SCIENCE 
YES 
AS FUNDS ALDOW 
RAISE i SPEND 
MORE MONEY 
YES 
AU. 
NO 
X 
UNICN 
NO 
NO 
-
NO 
-
YES 
SPRA CLUB 
lAIE 
FUNCTIONS 
CRICKEH' CLUB 
-
-
-
-
-
KINGS 
YES 
-s/poa. 
-QUM). 
- RVRBANK 
NO 
PI/iNNING 
SPOBT. 
AREAS 
NO 
-
NO 
I l« tEQ. 
ua;cFRiv. 
FRONTAGE 
CEPAPPLIC. 
TOL" SCAPE 
RIVER 
FRNTGE 
YES 
T/rTT.TF/T 
COff . 
YES 
(EL TEAMS 
LIMIT USE 
BY OTHER 
STUDENTS 
X 
REC. RM 
EMMANUEL 
YES 
RIVERBANK 
YES 
MNTNANCE 
PLAYING 
FID/ 
CVAL 1 
YES 
-NOISE CLUB 
HSEOVAL 1 
^IRWFIC 
NOISE 
YES 
RIVERBANK 
FlfflCTIONS 
LUNCHEONS 
FURTHER 
DEVEIiT. 
RIVERBANK 
YES 
OVAL NO 1 
YES 
I / G H I E C E . 
SPORT LOW 
PRICRmr 
BY SPRA 
-
-
2 
W' GHTS RM 
MUSIC RM 
PUBLIC CO). 
HJSIC PRAC. 
RIV. BAm 
-
-
-
ST. JOHNS 
YES 
BEIAXATICN 
AREAS 
YES 
I /SCPDC 
WUN 
CRICKET 
CVAL 
YES 
- l O I S E C L U B 
NIOfT 
FUNCTIONS 
-KNDRGRTN 
YES 
VIEW FRCM 
CHAPEL ( 
DUG. HALL 
WATER FOR 
GARDENS 
YES 
ALL OVALS, 
B'TSHEDS 
YES 
BOATSHED 
O W E Q . 
1 
W'GHTS RM 
SAUNA 
1 
ST. IfCS 
NO 
NO 
D C IN 
OVERALL 
PIAN 
WOMENS 
CVAL 
P / F N 0 2 
NO 
YES 
SOME 
BLOCKS 
OVERLOOK 
RIVER 
-
YES 
P/FMO 2 
-
-
-
-
X 
DUCHESNE 
YES 
LAWNS AND 
GARDENS IN 
FRONT t 
BEHIND 
OOLLES; 
NO 
UNIVERSITY 
LAKES 
YES 
CERTAIN 
AcnvrriEs 
YES 
-
YES 
THOSE USED 
BY TEAMS 
YES 
MANY SPORTS 
ISXDIN 
EVENINGS 
-
-
-
-
-
-
WOMENS 
YES 
THYNNERD. 
AREA AND 
MCGREGOR 
DRIVE 
NO 
ffilNGDEVL 
RAIN 
FOREST 
YES 
LAKE VI EMS 
RIVER VIEWB 
YES 
SPRA CLUB 
LiriER 
LIQUCR, 
VANDALISM 
NO 
OUTDOOR 
AREAS 
INCREASE 
1/SOWING 
YESCVAL2 
RIV. RCHDC 
SHEDS / GYM 
YES 
TIMEUSA£E 
PROBLEMS 
NONE 
USEUnV. 
PCOLt ST. 
JOHNS 
3 B ' 3 i C T S 
ALLPIRP. 
HARDC'T 
GYM 
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APPENDIX C 
-^ 
LIST OF BUILDINGS CONSTRUCTED 1972 TO 1988 
BLDG. 
NO. 
044 
043 
009 
065 
863 
011 
089 
012 
068 
801 
035 
074 
094 
051 
521 
821 
216 
099 
088F 
048 
049 
642 
099 
024A 
084 
085A 
130A 
072 
BUILDING NAME COST 
$ 
MININGS MET. ANNEX 
MINING & MET ADMIN. 
MICHIE 
MICROBIOLOGY 
DENTAL PRE-CLINICAL 
MAYNE HALL 
GLASSHOUSE SERVICES 
CENTRAL LIBRARY 
CHEMISTRY 
TOOWOOMBA EXT. & 
GALLERY 
COMMERCE 
CHEM. ENG. 
BIO. SC. LIBRARY 
ARCH. MUSIC &P LANNI 
WAREHOUSE 
CAIRNS EXT. 
SEMINAR, VET. FARM 
SOLAR 1 
GLASSHOUSE NO. 8 
531,560 
590,470 
1,945,300 
2,006,600 
700,000 
265,000 
740,000 
55,000 
1,965,860 
NG 
CIVIL ENG. EXT. (McKAY) 
CIVIL ENG. DRAWING OFF 
J.K.M.R.C. 2 
SOLAR 2 
PSYCHOLOGY 
THERAPIES 2 
INFLAMMABLE LIQUIDS 
CABH RODENT 
CUMBRAE - STEW 
CUMBRAE - STEW 
'ART1 
'ART 2 
2,540,560 
99,000 
1,272,050 
1,224,170 
1,383,000 
1,630,000 
460,000 
139.000 
62,000 
78,100 
83,300 
163,461 
273,000 
290,000 
99,390 
3,140,000 
300,000 
108,500 
160,000 
420,000 
) 260,000 
YEAR 
COMP. 
1971 
1971 
1972 
1977 
1972 
1972 
1972 
1973 
1973 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1975 
1976 
1976 
1976 
1977 
1977 
1978 
1980 
1980 
1981 
1981 
1982 
1982 
1982 
1983 
1983 
1983 
1985 
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BLDG. 
NO. 
069 
910 
063A 
099 
074 
753 
066A 
066 
032 
082L 
921 
BUILDING NAME COST YEAR 
$ COMP. 
COMPUTER SCIENCE 
BLOCK 6 
PHYSIOL REFECT. 
SOLAR 3 
ENGINEERING ANNEXE 
HERON ABLUTIONS 
EQUINE LAB 
ANIMAL HOUSE 3 
GORDON GREENWOOD 1 
SMALL ANIM. HOSP. 
5,337,340 1984 
4,070,000 1984 
383.450 1985 
103,950 1985 
450,000 1985 
265,000 1986 
852,700 1986 
255.000 1986 
2,495,000 1986 
695,000 1986 
LIONS RESEARCH P.A.H. 336,000 1986 
642 JMViHU <i 
064A RITCHIE RESEARCH 1 & 2 
032 GORDON GREENWOOD 2 
064A RITCHIE RESEARCH 3 
V 
<Joy,bou lyoD 
2,210,700 1987 
1,953.000 1988 
1.410,000 1988 
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APPENDIX D 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
PLANNING STATEMENT: CHECK LIST 
r 
\ 
SITE PLANNING ISSUES 
BUILDING FUNCTIONS 
BUILDING LOCATION 
BUILDING HEIGHT AND 
FLOOR LEVELS 
FORM AND MATERIALS 
ORIENTATION 
FUTURE EXPANSION 
POPULATION DENSITY 
SERVICE VEHICLE ACCESS 
CARPARKING EFFECTS 
BUILDINGS 
departmental uses 
central facilities 
address 
site definition 
edges of spaces - junctions with adjacent buildings 
pedestrian routes 
linkages - ground levels 
clearances for vehicles 
junctions with natural grade 
views created and blocked 
obstructions to existing outlooks 
character of precinct 
relationship to adjacent buildings 
compactness/site cover 
solar access 
shadowing effects 
prevailing breezes 
natural lighting requirements 
directions of growth 
linkage potentials 
people oriented 
plant oriented 
escape requirements 
lifts and hoists 
covered unloading 
service lanes/ deliveries and dock area 
garbage area and trash - industrial bin kx;ation 
emergency vehicles access routes 
fire brigade vehicles access to two sides 
of building 
generation of parking 
displacement existing parking 
special parking needs 
staff requirements 
special departmental vehicles 
- after hours parking 
- covered parking 
J 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1989 
Page 85 
THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
PLANNING STATEMENT: CHECK LIST (cent) 
r 
SECURITY number and type of exits 
restricted zones in building 
after hours usage 
fenced outdoor areas 
ROOF SCAPE 
NOISEA I^BRATION 
HAZARDS 
building profile and silhouette 
roof materials 
roof access 
outdoor space potential 
internal acoustic requirements 
noise generators - intemally 
externally 
vibration generators intemally 
externally 
volatile substances storage 
smoke and fume generation 
wastes (industrial and chemical) 
odours 
ELECTRO-MAGNETIC RADIATION adjacent magnetic fields 
instrument sensitivity 
radiation 
SETBACKS 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION 
NEW SERVICES 
road setbacks 
building to building setback 
main footpath setback 
fire escape stairs as required by Building Act 
lifts and stairs 
Telecom, Campus Data Network 
(computer cabling), water supply, 
sewerage, electricity 
service corridors 
V^ 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF QUEENSLAND 
PLANNING STATEMENT: CHECK LIST (cont) 
r 
SITE PLANNING ISSUES 
EXISTING SITE 
TOPOGRAPHY AND TERRAIN 
FLOOD LEVELS 
EXISTING ROAD SYSTEM 
GEOLOGY AND SUBSURFACE 
CONDITIONS 
LANDSCAPE WORK 
PEDESTRIAN FLOWS 
EXISTING UNDERGROUND SERVICES 
SETBACKS 
VIEWS 
GROUNDS 
extent of site 
stormwater drainage effects 
existing trees and shrubs 
site levels 
obstructions to site access 
1974 Flood 
1989 Site Development Plan 
road capacity 
flood free access 
linkages/blockages 
geological data 
presence of ground water 
was the site filled 
shading effects 
character 
extent of external works 
paving and driveway materials 
fences and screen walls 
major pedestrian flows 
minor flows 
opportunities v 
- hazards 
movement of any underground services required 
road setbacks 
building to building setbacks 
existing views and impact of building 
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APPENDIX F 
t^^^^^^^v•^-.^^^^^^^^^^•.•.^^^^^•:^:•:^••^v.^^^^•.^^^v.yJY|^j^:Y]•;-j•j^:Y|^ 
F(1) 
r 
F(2) 
V. 
F(3) 
PARKING SUPPLY AND DEMAND PROJECTIONS 
Existing Parking Spaces 4,249 
Spaces to be lost due to Building Construction (1989 -91) 686 
Remaining Spaces 3,563 
Existing EFTSU's 
Parlcing Spaces / EFTSU Ratio 4,094 ^14,801 
Parl(ing Demand Projections 
• 18,500 EFTSU's X 0.27 
• 25,000 EFTSU's X 0.27 = 
14,801 
0.27 
5,000 (approx.) 
6,750 (approx.) 
Parl<ing Structure Options: .* 
Minimum 
Development 
• Schonell 1,100 
• Cooper 327 
• Conifer Knoll 400 
• Oval 4 526 
• Commerce 556 
• Oval 5 416 
Spaces lost due to Carpark Development 
Net Parking Gain 
Parking Supply Projections 6,010 
Maximum 
Development 
1,650 
785 
550 
636 
630 
847 
7,783 
Conclusions "N 
^ 
The maximum development of the 6 nominated parking structure sites 
would accommodate the parking requirements of 27,540 EFTSU's (approx.) 
The minimum development of the 6 nominated parking structure sites 
would accommodate the parking requirements of 21,140 EFTSU's (approx.) 
* The University of Queensland Carparking Structures - St Lucia Campus (Heather 
Thiedeke Group), provicies a range of options for the development of structured parking which 
will accommodate growth beyond either 18,500 or 25,000 EFTSU's. 
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